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Mftictn  Anniversary  of  the 
Death  of  Karl  Marx. 


Marxism 

versus 

Social  Democracy. 

# 

Comrades, 

March  14th,  1933,  marks  the  fiftieth  anniver- 
sary of  the  day  on  which  humanity  lost  the  most 
important  mind  it  has  ever  possessed.  Karl 
Marx,  originator  of  Communism,  founder  and 
leader  of  the  International  Workingmen’s  .Asso- 
ciation, the  man  who  gave  the  proletariat  “ the 
consciousness  of  its  own  position  and  needs,  the 
consciousness  of  the  conditions  of  emancipation,” 
died  on  March  14th,  1883.  In  the  workshop  of 
this  mind  was  created  the  most  poteyit,  most  com- 
plete and  most  comprehensive  work  to  be  found 
in  the  historv  of  humanity. 

Marx's  doctrine  is  the  most  potent  doctrine  be- 
cause it  is  the  reflection  of  the  objective  truth.  It 
did  not  proceed  from  any  theoretical  principle  with 
its  nucleus  born  in  the  “ realm  of  reason  ” in 
order  to  draw  its  further  conclusions  from  this 
principle.  On  the  contrary,  by  their  content 
Marx’s  teachings  are  the  theoretical  expression 
of  the  real  struggle  which  was  going  on  in  his  day 
and  is  going  on  now  in  capitalist  society  with  its 
anarchic  mode  of  production,  that  struggle  be- 
tween  those  who  possess  and  those  who  do  not 
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possess,  hoi  ween  i lie  capitalists  ami  the  wage- 
workers.  They  constitute  the  answer  to  ques- 
tions ra  >1  by  the  foremost  minds  of  humanity 
before  Marx,  but  hitherto  left  unanswered.  They 

are  the  answer  to  all  the  questions  put  by  an  actual 
List.  iml  mo  vement , questions  which  we  are  being 
made  hourly  to  face  by  the  working-class  move- 
ment of  to-dav. 

m 

Marx's  doctrine  is  the  most  complete  there  is. 
It  i on tai its  the  definitively  discovered  law  oi  de- 
. potent  y<>vcniing  human  history;  which',  as 
Frederick  l-'.ngcls  said  in  his  funeral  oration  at  the 
>u  r ol  his  dead  companion  in  their  joint  labours 
anil  struggle,  " contains  the  simple  fact  covered 
;o  under  ideological  over-growth  that  man  must, 
before  all  else,  eat,  drink,  live  and  clothe  himself, 
md  then  only  can  tie  engage  in  politics,  science, 
art,  religion,  etc.;  that  therefore  the  production 
ol  the  immediate  material  means  of  existence  and 
thereby  the  corresponding  degree  of  economic  de- 
velopment of  a people  or  a period  forms  the 
basis  on  which  the  State  institutions,  legal  views, 
an  and  even  the  religious  ideas  of  the  people 
eon»‘enied  developed  and  on  which  they  therefore 
miM  he  explained — and  not  vice  versa,  as  hereto- 

i*  it 

tore. 

Marx's  doctrine  does  more  than  expound  the 
general  law  of  development  of  human  history.  It 
also  contains  the  special  law  of  development 
of  the  capitalist  method  of  production  and  of 
bourgeois  society  engendered  by  it. 

I he  great  secret  of  capitalist  production  and 
its  concurrent  bourgeois  society  was  a sealed  book 
to  the  best  representatives  of  bourgeois  economy 
who  investigated  the  capitalist  method  of  produc- 
iinn  and  deemed  i(  an  eternal  institution,  as  well 


as  to  be  the  best  representatives  of  pre-Marxian 
utopian  socialism  who  crilisiscd  and  rejected  the 
capitalist  system.  The  discovery  o)  surplus  value 
by  Marx  revealed  this  secret  of  capitalist  produc- 
tion and  bourgeois  society.  I he  wage-worker  in 
capitalist  society  sells  his  labour  power  to  the 
owner  of  the  means  of  production.  It  is  not  a 

. . * . 1 ■ l M. 


question  here  ol  any  relation  of  things:  product 
of  labour  and  means  of  production,  but  of  relations 


between  people  of  whom  one  has  only  bis  labour 
power  while  the  other  owns  the  means  of  produc- 
tion. Commodity  labour  power  is  endowed  with 


the  peculiar  property  that  even  when  purchased 
at  its  full  value  it  creates  more  value  than  the 


equivalent  ol  its  own  value,  i.e. , than  is  necessary 
for  the  reproduction  of  the  commodity  labour 
power.  The  private  appropriation  of  these  un- 
paid surplus  values  is  the  basis  ol  the  capitalist 
method  of  production  and  it  is  precisely  this  sur- 
plus value  which  is  the  source  from  which’  the 
capitalist  class  draws  its  growing  wealth. 

The  discovery  ot  surplus  value  led  not  only  to 
i lie  discovery  of  the  motive  power  of  t he  develop- 
ment of  capitalist  production,  but  also  to  the  dis- 
covery of  the  driving  force  of  the  struggle  be- 
tween the  two  classes  arising  historically  under 
capitalism  : the  proletariat  and  the  bourgeoisie. 
Socialism  was  no  longer  a fortuitous  discovery 
of  this  or  that  “ gifted  mind  ‘’  but  recognised  as 
a necessary  consequcnre  of  capitalist  development 

and  of  the  class  struggle. 

Capita] created  by  the  workers — brings  about 

the  ruin  of  the  small  producers.  It  multiplies 
the  class  of  the  wage-workers.  By  developing 
the  forces  of  production  (machines,  etc.),  it  con- 
stantly increases  the  earnings  of  the  capitalists 


from  i hr  work  oi  the  former.  Capital  be. 

«,  t»ini  >>  more  ami  more  concent  rated  ami  finally 
t .uU  it>  monopolist  domination  by  a handful  of  the 
moM  powerful  magnates.  I ‘induct  um  becomes 
more  and  more  socialised.  Hundreds  of 
thousands  and  millions  of  workers  are  embraced 
in  a lew  industrial  organisations.  The  product 
>»t  their  social  labour  is,  however,  appropriated  by 
a mere  handlul  of  capitalists,  ' 

In  the  prooess  ot  the  concentration  of  capital, 
human  labour  power  is  increasingly  displaced  by 
m linery,  I his  leads,  on  the  one  hand,  to  the 
most  intensified  accumulation  of  wealth  for  the 


i apii.ilisi s ; on  the  other, 
l he  working  class.  Thi 


to  increasing  misery  for 
s also  gives  rise  to  the 


iant  army  of  the  unemployed.  This  industrial 


rcst'ric  an»y  renders  possible  a 


still  more  inten- 


s,ve  exploitation  ot  the  working  class  by  the  capi- 
talists. : ■ TB 


I his  constant  expansion  of  production  {which 
accompanied  by  a steady  decline  in  the  pur- 
r.asing  power  ot  the  masses),  leads  tp  crises  of 
over-production  which  become  more  aggravated 
■■  t i h repetition  and  shake  the  capitalist  system 
more  and  more. 


1 his  historical  tendency  of  development  of  capi- 
talism was  strikingly  epitomized  in  “Capital,” 
the  main  work  of  Marx,  in  the  following  words: 
“ The  expropriation  of  the  immediate  pro- 
ducers was  accomplished  with  merciless  Yan- 
dalism,  and  under  the  stimulus  of  passions  the 


most  infamous,  the  most  sordid,  the  pettiest 
the  most  meanly  odious.  Sill -earned  private 
property,  that  is  based,  so  to  say.  on  t lie  fusing 
together  of  the  isolated,  independent  labouring 
individual  with  the  conditions  of  his  labour  is 
supplanted  by  capitalistic  private  property, 
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which  rests  on  exploitation  ot  the  nominally  free 
labour  of  others,  lie.,  on  wages-labour.  * 

” 'I  hat  which  is  now  i<*  be  expropriated  IS 
no  longer  tlte  labourer  working  far  himsell, 
Inn  the  capitalist  exploiting  many  labourers. 
This  expropriation  is  accomplished  by  the  actum 
of  the  immanent  laws  of  capitalistic  production 
itself,  by  the  centralisation  of  capital.  One 
capitalist  always  kills  many.  Hand  in  hand 
with  this  centralisation,  or  this  expropriation  of 
many  capitalists  by  lew,  develop,  on  an  ever- 
extending  scale,  the  co-operative  form  ol  the 
labour-process,  the  conscious  technical  applica- 
tion of  science,  the  methodical  < ultivation  of  the 
soil,  the  transformation  of  the  instruments  ot 
labour  into  instruments  of  labour  only  usable  in 
common,  the  economising  of  all  means  of  pro- 
duction by  their  use  as  the  means  of  pro- 
duction of  combined,  socialised  labour,  the  en- 
tanglement of  all  peoples  in  the  net  of  the  world- 
market,  and  this,  the  international  character  ol 
the  capitalistic  regime.  Along  with  the  con- 
stantly diminishing  number  of  the  magnates  of 
capital  grows  the  mass  of  misery,  oppression, 
slavery,  degradation,  exploitation;  but  with 
this  too  grows  the  revolt  ot  the  working-class, 
a class  always  increasing  in  numbers,  and  dis- 
ciplined, united,  organised  by  the  very  mechan- 
ism of  the  process  of  capitalist  production  itself. 
The  monopoly  of  capital  becomes  a letter  upon 
the  mode  of  production,  which  has  sprung  up 
and  flourished  along  with,  and  under  it.  Cen- 
tralisation of  the  means  ol  production  and 
sock  disation  ot  labour  at  last  reach  a point 
where  they  become  incompatible  with  their 
capitalist  integument.  This  integument  is 
burst  asunder.  llie  knell  ot  capitalist  private 
property  sounds.  The  expropriators  are  ex- 
propriated,** 5 


Even  thirty  years  ago  these  words  read  like  a 
prophesy*  but  to-day  they  already  toll  the  death 

l’  ’ l ' ' 1,1  ’’dmmi  capitalist  society  and  sound  the 

- 1 * ' t’h  attacking  proletarian  armies  which, 

\\\  the  midst  of  the  devastating  world  economic 
* rtsis,  are  storming  the  fortresses  of  capitalist  ex- 
plottal  i and  oppression  on  the  sure  ground  of 
the  post-war  crisis  of  decaying  capitalism.  These 
prophetic  words,  the  recognition,  loo,  of  the  laws 
revealed  by  them,  have  brought  it  about  that 
socialism  ichich  ieas  a utopia  has  become  a science 
'f| a • ';iiUy  u reality,  a science  which  records  the 
objective  law  oi  development  ol  society  to 
; ocnlism  as  dictated  by  nature. 

t he  re  l ore  the  doctrine  ol  Marx  is  the  most  com- 
plete which  has  been  created  through  the  collective 

efforts  of  the  thought  oi  all  preceding  generations 

nd  through  the  genius  of  their  individual 
thinkers.  ; 


Marx  accomplished  the  discovery  of  the  general 
laws  of  motion  of  the  development  of  human  his- 
tory as  well  as  of  nature  through  the  cognition  of 
materialist  philosophy,  on  the  basis  of  the  cogni- 
tion that,  as  Feuerbach  said,  “ thinking  is  to  be 
explained  from  being  and  not  being  from  think- 
ing." Marx,  however,  did  not  stop  at  this 
general  cognition.  Dialectics — the  science  of  the 
law  -,  of  the  development  of  the  external  world  as 
v.  l ’1  of  human  thinking  which  was  liberated  bv 
Marx  and  Engels  from  the  idealist  envelope  of  the 
Hegelian  system  of  philosophy — in  its  materialist 
form— the  doctrine  of  the  relativity  or  thinking 
as  a reflection  of  matter  eicrnallv  in’ motion— con- 
front.d Marx  with  the  question' whether  different 
staSes  in  the  development  of  society  had  not  dif 
ferent  and  peculiar  laws  of  motion.  Marx  dis 


covered  the  peculiar  laws  ol  motion  the  capitalist 
method  of  production  and  ol  bourgeois  society 
built  upon  it. 

Yet  he  went  farther  than  that.  In  contradis- 
tint  tion  to  everything  that  had  existed  before  him 
in  science,  Marx’s  doctrine  is  not  only  an  explana- 

Ition  of  society,  of  its  objective  laws  of  motion, 
but  is  simultaneously  the  doctrine  of  the  transfor- 
mation ol  society. 

J In  the  notes  by  Marx  on  Feuerbach  penned  in 

I the  Spring  of  1845  when,  together  with  Engels, 

I he  wrote  " Herman  Ideology,  " which  was  both 

Idle  foundation  of  Marxism  and  the  balance  sheet, 
if  you  like,  presented  to  bourgeois  ideology,  we 
read  : 

“ 'Hie  philosophers  only  give  different  inter- 
pretations ol  the  world,  but  the  point  is  to 
! transform  it." 

The  doctrine  of  Marx  is  the  first  not  only  to 
; give  a world  outlook  which  is  not  only  a Weltan- 
schauung, a world  philosophy,  but  a doctrine  of 
! the  transformation  of  the  world  and  a guide  for 
] effecting  this  transformation. 

| It  consists  not  only  in  that  which  the 

, materialists  taught  even  before  Marx,  namely  that 

“Man  is  a product  of  circumstances  and  up- 
I bringing;  modified  man  is  therefore  a product 

I of  other  circumstances  and  changed  up- 

i bringing." 

j “ Circumstances  are  modified  by  man,  reads 

I the  great,  historic,  epoch-making  discovery  of 
I Marx,  by  which  not  only  was  philosophy  freed 
from  the  shackles  of  intuitive  materialism  but 
iheorv  also— through  materialist  dialectics'  was 
f transferred  to  practical,  human,  perceptible 

I activity. 
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Man  himself  mikes  his  own  history  ” is  what 
ilir  i:  it  discovery  of  Marx  denotes.  The  recog- 

nition oi  tlu->  lari  has  made  active  agents  out  of 
'he  prolot  uians  instead  of  merely  passive  ones, 
Society  divided  into  classes  accomplishes  its 
development  in  the  class  struggle.  The  class 
struggle  is  the  basis  of  its  development.  The 
- iss  struggle  is  the  driving  force  in  the  history 
ot  humanity.  ■ 1 jl 

I he  proletarians  have  not  only  been  changed 
i > !n  passive  to  active  agents  but  from  active 
ivi duals  t o exponents  of  their  class  and  its  con- 
si  iott5 ness . I hits  Marx  developed  the  kernel  of 

Ins  doctrine. 

MARX’S  TK.UTI1NC.;  ON  THE  WORLD 
HISTORICAL  ROLE  OF  THE 
PROLETARIAT  AS  CREATOR  OF 
THE  NEW  SOCIETY. 

In  his  letter  to  \\\  vdemeyer,  dated  March  5th, 
lS,'_f,  a year  alter  the  Paris  Commune,  the  first 
revolution  of  the  proletariat,  Marx  himself  dcs- 
« ribed  this  kernel  of  his  doctrine  in  the  following 

manner  : 

« 

What  I did  was  to  prove,  first  : that  the 
existence  of  classes  is  linked  only  to  definite 
historical  stages  of  development;  second:  that 
the  class  struggle  leads  necessarily  to  the  dic- 
tatorship of  the  proletariat ; third  : that  this 
dictatorship  itself  forms  only  a transition  to  the 
abolition  of  all  classes  and  to  classless  society.” 
The  historical  role  of  the  proletariat,  as  the 
creator  of  the  new  society,  consists  therefore  in 
the  conquest  of  its  own  class  dictatorship  as  the 
pre-condition  of  the  abolition  Of  all  classes  and  the 
creation  of  classless  society. 

Thus  the  most  important  point  was  discovered  : 


the  path  to  Socialism,  the  path  to  the  liberation 
of  the  proletariat,  the  direction  of  the  leap  human- 
ity must  take  from  the  land  of  necessity  into  ih<- 
realm  of  liberty,  into  socialism. 


The  science  of 'Marxism  is  likewise  “ an  histori- 


cally moving,  a revolutionary  force.  * Science 
and  revolution  are  united  in  Marxism  not  through 
the  personal  qualities  of  the  creator  ol  the  doc- 
trine, but  internally  and  inseparably  through  the 
method — through  materialist  dialectics.  '\  he  re- 
fore  Marxism  is  not  only  the  most  potent,  the 
most  complete,  but  also  the  most  comprehensive 
of  all  doctrines  that  have  been  created  in  the  field 


of  the  cognition  of  nature  and  ol  human  society. 

This  most  potent,  most  complete  and  most  com- 
prehensive of  all  doctrines,  which  itself  represents 
an  historically  moving,  revolutionary  force,'  is  the 
theory  of  a class.  It  lays  no  claim  to  hovering 
above  the  classes.  It  lays  no  claim  to  being  non- 
partisan  science,  without  pre-conditions.  It  is 
the  theory  of  the  revolutionary  class  of  the  prol< 
lariat  and  its  revolutionary  class  party — the  Com- 
munist Party  ! 

Let  toothless  Kautsky  repeat  a hundred  and  a 
thousand  times  that  the  doctrine  of  the  dictator- 
ship of  the  proletariat  is  not  the  quintessence  <>i 
Marxism  ; let  his  disciples  keep  on  repeating  after 
him  such  chatter  as  that  the  dictatorship  of  the 
proletariat  was  a " youthful  aberration  ol  M.nx 
and  Engels.  Marx  himself  attests  the  fact  that 
his  doctrine  can  only  be  the  theory  of  the  revolu- 
tionary workers,  of  the  parly  that  struggles  for 
the  dictatorship  of  the  proletariat  and  materialists 

* t" 

The  revolutionisation  of  the  working  class,  the 
historical  mission  of  which  is  the  revolutionary 


overthrow  ul  existing  society,  could  only  In- 
dict ted  b\  anchoring  socialist  theory  in  the  con- 
siousness  ot  this  very  class.  On  the  other  hand, 
the  n anstormaiioiv  ot  utopian  socialist  theory  front 
an  ” absolute  truth,**  “ independent  of  time  and 
space  and  historical  development  ” and  which  only 
needs  he  discovered  in  order  to  “ conquer  the 
world  !>y  its  own  power,”  into  a science,  could 
take  place  only  In  connecting  socialist  theory,  on 
the  very  real  basis  ot  the  existing  capitalist  sys- 
tem, with  a definite  class  in  whose  very  interests 
it  iv  to  tight  tor  the  destruction  ot  the  capitalist 
n\ '.tern  and  lor  socialism,  vis.,  the  working  class. 

Ihc  socialist  movement  amt  the  labour  move- 
ment pursued  parallel  and  separate  courses  before 
Marx.  The  more  or  less  sectarian  socialist  trends 
nul  movements  lived  their  own  lives  outside  of  the 
working  class  and  its  daily  struggles.  The  labour 
in  a’oneius,  the  struggle  of  the  workers  against 
the  employers,  even  the  struggles  of  the  workers 
for  political  rights  (as  for  instance  the  Chartist 
movement  in  England),  proceeded  without  being 
givi  n socialist  aims.  Socialism  and  the  working 
clas^,  tiK  socialist  and  the  labour  movement,  were 
united  for  the  first  time  by  the  party  whose 
theoretical  and  practical  leaders  were  Marx  and 
Engels  : by  the  revolutionary  party  of  the  Com- 
munists. This  party  was  first  the  Communist 
League,  whose  programme  was  the  Communist 
Manifesto  dawn  up  by  Marx  and  Engels. 

The  other  revolutionary!  labour  organisation 
railed  into  life  directly  by  Marx  and  Engels  was 
the  International  Workingmen’s  Association  the 
f irst  International,  the  first  world  party  of  the 
revolutionary  proletariat.  The  followinghisiorical 
slogan  in  its  constitution  has  since  become  the 
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common  property  of  the  international  working 
class  : 

Ihc  emancipation  of  the  working  class 
must  be  accomplished  by  the  working  class 
itself,  ” 

Hut  the  interlinking  of  socialist  theory  with  the 
labour  movement  could  not  l>c  consummated 
through  revolutionary  theory  alone.  That  re- 
quired! also  a revolutionary  leader. 

“ Marx  was  a revolutionist  above  everything 
else,”  wrote  Engels.  “ To  participate  somehow 
or  other  in  the  overthrow  of  capitalist  society  and 
of  the  state  institutions  created  by  it,  to  partici- 
pate in  the  liberation  of  the  modern  proletariat 
. . . was  his  real  life  profession.  And  he  fought 
with  a passion,  ability  and  success  that  could  be 
matched  by  few.” 

As  a revolutionist  Marx  was  the  ” most  hated 
and  most  slandered  man  of  his  day.”  And  this 
not  only  as  the  mortal  foe  of  the  bourgeoisie  who 
called  and  organised  the  workers  for  combat.  He 
was  hated  and  spurned  as  an  enemy  not  only  be- 
cause he  was  the  leader  of  the  Communist  League, 
the  editor  of  the  revolutionary  Xeue  Rhenische 
Zeitung.  the  founder  of  the  First  International, 
the  leader  of  its  General  Council,  the  advisor  of 
the  socialist  organisations  and  movements  in 
Europe  and  America,  the  leading  publicist  of  the 
revolutionary  labour  movement,  the  spokesman 
of  all  revolutions  of  his  day  before  the  forum  of 
international  public  opinion  : of  the  French,  the 
German,  the  Austrian  and  Hungarian  revolutions 
in  1848-49,  of  the  French  Commune  in  1871,  of 
i he  revolutionary  movements  of  the  Russian 
Marddniki  in  the’  ’70’s  and  SG’s,  the  defender  of 
the  oppressed  nations  : the  Poles  and  the  Irish  as 


w<  II  .»>  tin-  II in. his  ami  1 1 ic  American  Negroes,  Inn 
,!s'*  I'cc.uisc  lie  luught  against  petty-bourgeois 
democrats  like  Mux/ini,  Ledru  Kollin,  Kinkcl,  etc. 
wb(>  in  tlir  name  ol  1 1 u‘  11  interests  til  tie  mot*  racy  *’ 
attempted  to  prevent  the  development  or  an  inde- 
j t nd.  nt  l lass  Movement  ol  tile  Proletariat.  1U- 
u as  no  less  hated  and  slandered  as  a lighter 
v^ai.  st  ! u w ot  ld-i  edeenung  ideas  ol  the  various 
**tK  ialist  and  anarchist  sects,  from  \ Veit  ling  and 
I i oti.ihou  hy  Wat  ol  \\  illicit,  Schappcr  anti  Baku- 
in  right  to  Ferdinand  Lassallc,  the  friend  of 
Bismarck.  They  all  wanted  to  transform  the 


uoihl  cither  according  to  their  own  ready-made 
prescriptions  or  to  tic  the  working  class  to  the 
tail  ol  the  ruling  classes.  TB 

l lie  history  ot  the  International,”  wrote 
Marx,  on,  November  18th’,  1871,  to  Boltke 

ua-.  a continuous  struggle  of  the  General 
Council  against  the  sects  and  amateur  attempts 
which  sought  to  assert  themselves  against  the 
real  movement  of  the  working  class  within  the 
I nternational  itself.  ” 


The  Right-opportunist . petty-bourgeois  danger 
{to  use  present-day  terminology)  which  greatly 
threatened  the  young  class-conscious  labour  move- 
ment from  its  inception,  encountered  his  passion- 
ate ire  in  no  lesser  degree.  In  his  famous  Critique 
•*f  lfu  Cot  ha  Programme  lie  warned  the  followers 
ol  the  Eisenach  tendency  ot  the  dangers  of  the 
Lassallean  dilution  of  the  German  labour  move- 
nT.n”  I ogether  with  Engels  he  remonstrated 


>iill  more  energetically  when  during 
the  validity  of  the  anti-Socjalist  law 


•riod  of 


..w  r of  the  Party  organ  of  the  German  Social 
Demoorat'c  Party  ...  a circle  of  friends  consisting 
...  philnni lirop.cally-mindcd  students  and  pm- 
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lessors  ol  tlu-  upper  and  lower  middle-classes,” 
was  contemplated. 

So  the  gentlemen  have  been  forewarned,  ” 
wrote  Marx  in  1879  i<»  Surge  on  the  occasion 
ol  the  emergence  of  this  opportunist  danger, 
and  they  know  us  sufficiently  well  to  appreciate 
that  here  it  means  either  bend  or  break  ! If 
they  want  it)  compromise  themselves,  taut  pis 
(so  much  the  worse). 

" In  no  event  will  they  lie  permitted  to  com- 
promise us.” 

An  irreconcilable  revolutionist,  hurling  defiance 
at  all  govcnmenls,  whether  absolute  or  republi- 
can  ; at  all  bourgeois-conservatives  as  well  as  ex- 
treme democrats,  all  petty-bourgeois  — the 
preachers  ol  general  fraternisation  between  man 
and  man,  as  well  as  the  preachers  of  general  des- 
truction— an  inflexible  revolutionist  was  our 


greatest  of  teachers,  Karl  Marx. 

The  fifty  years  that  h ive  cla  d since  the  death 
of  Marx  have  been  a period  of  incessant  Struggle 
for  and  against  Marxism.  No  matter  how  numer- 
ous or  how  palpable  the  evidence  furnished  by 
history  to  corroborate  the  correctness  ol  Marxism, 
the  struggle  for  and  against  Marxism  lias  never 
stopped,  as  this  struggle  is  part  of  the  great  con- 
test between  two  historical  classes,  the  class 
struggle  between  bourgeoisie  and  proletariat. 

As  these  fifiv  vears  rolled  by,  the  course  ol  his- 
torical  development  not  only  fully  and  completely 
confirmed,  in  tin-  countries  of  oldcr-estahlishc'1 
capitalism,  the  soundness  of  the  Marxian  teaching, 
but  it  was  confirmed  also  by  the  awakening  of  new 
classes  in  the  East — in  Japan,  in  India  and  China 
— which  had  been  only  partly  covered  by  Marx’s 
investigations  and  whose  ” historical  inactivity 


an<l  sleep  ” were  of  great  assistance  to  the  hour- 
gvotsie  of  the  old  capitalist  countries  in  maintain’ 

their  positions  against  the  working  class  in 
their  own  countries. 

1 In  historical  tendency  of  capitalism's  develop. 
:mm,  that  is  the  ultimate  passing  beyond  that 
Mage  of  society,  has  moved  towards  its  end  with 
the  iron  necessity  predicted  of  it  by  Marx  and 
I "gels.  Capitalism,  which  after  Marx’s  death 
1 ahvudy  subjugated  the  entire  world,  entered 
" ,u'w  Phase  at  the  end  of  the  nineteenth  century, 
v h<  phase  ol  monopoly  capitalism,  of  imperialism. 
I h rough  the  concentration  of  capital  in  the  hands 
• i few  cartels,  trusts  and  syndicates,  dominated 
“he  Mill  fewer  major  banks;  through  the  seizure  of 
• ihc^oimvs  of  raw  materials  especially  in  the 
colonies;  through  finance  capital  whose  inter- 
national cartels  have  commenced  the  economic 
pc  tit  ion  of  the  world  among  themselves,  free  com- 
petition was  replaced  by  monopoly.  The  export 
of  capital  became  the  principal  means  of  the  ex- 
pansion of  capital.  The  territorial  division  of  the 
world  among  the  great  imperialist  powers  was 
concluded,  in  one  imperialist  war  after  the  other 
(the  Spanish-American  war  of  1899,  the  Boer  war 
ol  1900-02,  the  Russo-Japanese  war  of  1904-05) 

history  was  confronted  with  the  problem  of  a fresh 
division  of  the  world. 

w 

The  three  peculiar  features  of  imperialism 

monopolist , parasitic  and  di-caving  capitalism 

have  evoked  a number  of  far-reaching  changes  in 
bourgeois  society.  The  bourgeoisie  of  the  imperi- 
alist countries  has  lost  the  last  remnants  of  its 
progressive  role.  All  its  sections— though  they 
harbour  antagonisms  among  I hem  selves— have  be- 
come reactionary.  The  parasitism  of  the  bour- 
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geo'isic,  enhanced  through  the  formation  of  an 
entire  section  of  rentiers,  has  not  only  strength- 
ened political  reaction  but  also  corruption,  which 
had  already  assumed  tremendous  proportions. 
The  parasitism  of  the  ruling  class  has  cached  a 
monstrous  scale  through  the  export  of  capita)  and 
the  exploitation  of  the  colonies.  The  blood- 
sucking bourgeoisie  in  every  imperialist  country 
has  extended  privileges  to  an  upper  layer  of  the 
working  class,  the  labour  aristocracy,  which  occu- 
pies its  privileged  position  partly  at  the  expense 
of  the  colonial  peoples,  partly  at  the  expense  of  the 
native  proletariat.  In  the  Federal  Council  of  the 
English  Section  of  the  First  International  *'  a 
vote  of  censure  was  administered  to  Marx  because 
lie  said  that  the  English  trade  union  leaders  jvefc- 


bribed.”  But  this  reprimand  has  been  rescinded 
bv  history.  The  labour  aristocracy,  a bribed  sec- 

m w ** 

lion  of  the  working  class,  has  become  an  inter- 
national phenomenon.  To  the  extent  that  the 
English  working  class  as  a whole  lost  its  privi- 
leged position  through  the  shattering  of  England’s 
monopolist  position  on  the  world  market,  the 
bribed  section  of  the  labour  aristocracy  took  shape 
in  the  other  imperialist  countries  as  well. 

The  decay  of  capitalism  through  the  monopoly 
system — as  well  as  the  sharpening  contradiction 
between  the  growing  socialisation  of  labour  and 
the  capitalist  method  of  appropriation — meant 
that  capitalism,  as  Marx  had  predicted,  was  enter- 
ing the  stage  of  its  death  throes. 

The  monopoly  system  within  the  framework  of 
an  unevenly  developed  world  capitalism  placed 
two  decisive  questions  upon  the  agenda  of  history  : 
imperialist  war  for  a division  of  the  world  fl»<2 
proletarian  revolution  lor  the  dictatorship  of  the 


I'r t'U'lu* in ( iis  the  transition  to  socialism  ! 

Marxism  ami  the  class  movement  of  lilt.1  pro. 

; ari.it , on  teaching  this  turning  jxhnt  in  history, 
|V<  arrived  at  what  is  a critical  stage  for  them* 
' ' 1 '•  i he  laws  oi  motion  underlying  capitalist 
production  discovered  by  Marx,  and  pf  bourgeois 

corresponding  to  this  mode  of  production, 
have  exerted  their  influence  on  a higher  plane  of 
development.  Fhe  historical  fate  of  capitalism 
having  entered  a decisive  stage,  the  historical  des- 
lm'vs  ot  Marxism  have  also  entered  a sphere 
marked  b\  the  embittered  struggles  of  historical 

dccisiors. 

M.c\  s doctrine  went  througli  its  historical  de- 
velopment in  the  smoke  of  battle,  both  while  Marx 
w ts  '•till  alive  and  after  his  death.  Before  the 
bourgeoisie  applied  tile  criticism  of  the  weapon 
i"  such,  or  force  of  arms,  against  the  rcvolu- 
: ionar  \ labour  movement,  it  endeavoured  to  des- 
>;■'»>  Marxism  through  the  weapon  of  criticism. 
\n  entire  caste  of  doctors  of  philosophy,  univer- 
•'ii>  lecturers,  professors  and  syndics  representing 
capitalist  interests  and  independent  scholars,  an 
entire  > asto  of  large  and  small-scale  producers  of 
bourgeois  ideology,  was  formed  to  “ kill  off  ” 
Marxism.  They  not  only  “ killed  oil'  ” 

Marxism  daily,  weekly  and  monthly  in  their 
periodical  and  non-periodical  publications,  but 
they  buried  it  just  as  often.  These  “ Marx- 

killers,"  these  economic  and  political  wcather- 
p. opheLs  * > f the  bourgeoisie,  applied  their  learning 
mainly  against  the  law  of  the  concentration  of 
capital,  the  law  of  the  pauperisation  of  the  work 
in *4  class.  Every  reform,  however  small"  every 
achievement  of  social  policy,  however  pettv  which 
was  gamed  by  the  working  class  in  severe  class 
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struggles  was  celebrated  as  ;i  refutation  o!  Marx- 
ist teaching,  particularly  that  concerning  the  class 
struggle. 

The  influence  of  bourgeois  ideologies  upon  the 
working  class  was  not  only  fostered  from  without, 
but  also  from  within.  In  the  pre-imperialist 
period  of  capitalism  this  influence  was  exerted 
mainly  through  the  medium  of  the  prolctarianiscd 
artisans,  through  newcomers  in  the  working  class. 
During  the  period  of  imperialism  the  labour  aris- 
tocracy became  the  principal  intermediary  through 
whom  bourgeois  influences  penetrated  the  work- 
ing class. 

Marxism  after  the  dissolution  of  the  First  and 
the  t urination  of  the  Second  International  gained 
the  hegemony  in  the  struggle  of  the  working  class 
to  bar  bourgeois  influences  from  its  movement. 
In  the  comparatively  “ peaceful  " period  after  the 
overthrow  of  the  Paris  Commune  until  the  Rus- 
sian Revolution  of  1905  and  the  beginning  oi  the 
revolutionary  movements  of  the  Eastern  nations, 
Marxism  expanded  the  positions  it  had  won 
among  the  broad  masses.  The  perfectly  obvious 
facts  of  the  real  development  of  the  class  struggle 
under  capitalism  were  far  more  potent  than  the 
“ proofs  " of  the  Marx-kiilers. 

Other  methods  had  to  be  applied  against  Marx- 
ism which  was  deservedly  extending  and  strength- 
ening its  hold  among  the  working  class. 

Along  with  the  method  of  Marx-killing,  the 
method  of  Marx-adulteration  had  to  be  resorted 
to,  mainly  within  the  labour  movement.  Bv  this 
means  it  was  hoped  to  Create  a bourgeois  labour 
movement  instead  of  the  proletarian-revolutionary 
class  movement  of  the  workers. 

14  The  dialectic  of  history  is  such/'  wrote 
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! i nin  iu  hi'.  article  entitled  The  1 1 istoricul  Rate 
>>t  W<u  vtxni,  “ that  i lie  theoretical  victory  of 
MaiMsm  lorees  its  enemies  to  don  Marxian 
garb.  Internal!)  decaying  liberalism  seeks  a 
trv  \ a!  m the  lot  m ol  socialist  opportunism.'' 
Vfter  tin-  death  ut  Kneels  the  Second  Inter- 
national  entered  upon  this  stage  of  Marx- 
adulteralion  on  a '*  wholesale  ’*  scale,  entered 
upon  in  “ entire  stage  of  the  undivided  domina- 
tion of  opportunism,'’ 

l pon  the  structure  housing  the  leading  party 
the  Second  International,  the  German  Social- 
Democratic  1‘irtv,  the  lately  deceased  Kdward 
Bernstein  openh  hoisted  the  flag  of  the  revision  of 
: he  Marxian  doctrine.  In  the  realm  of  Philo- 
s'* phy  ; against  materialism,  for  idealism  ; against 
the  “ traps  of  Hegelian  dialectics  ” — •“  back  to 
Kant.’'  In  the  realm  of  economy:  against  the 
Marxian  theory  of  value,  for  its  “ supplementa- 
tion In  the  so-called  theory  of  final  utility  of 

j,  * a1 

Boehm- Bawerk’s  Austrian  school  of  cconomv,  a 
theory  which  attempted  to  refute  the  theory  of 
labour  value.  In  opposition  to  the  doctrine  of  the 
concentration  ol  capital,  a theory  concerning  the 
“ indestructibility  o small-scale  production  ” anti 
i In-  ' * democratisation  of  capital  " through  joint  - 
stock  companies,  was  created.  A theory  concern- 
ing the  absolute  and  relative  amelioration  in  the 
position  of  the  Wprl «ng  class  was  coumerposed  to 
the  theory  concerning  the  absolute  pauperisation 
of  the  working  class.  Whole  libraries  were 
written  by  -hi ward  David  and  other  revisionists 
“ to  prove  **  that  Marx’s  teaching  had  no  applica- 
tion to  the  development  of  agriculture.  In  agri- 
culture small-scale  production  gains  the  upper 
hand  over  large-scale  production— was  the  con- 
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ception  of  the  revisionists. 

The  Marxist  theory  of  crises  was  singled  out 
for  special  attack  by  all  the  revisionists  who  main- 
tained that  capitalism  through  its  cartels,  trusts, 
etc.  had  overcome  its  anarchy  and  thereby  also 
its  periodically  recurrent  crises.  By  overcoming 
these  crises  and  thus  preventing  the  return  of 
catastrophic  mass  unemployment,  by  dint  of  the 
increasing  11  social  consideration  of  the  bourgeois 
class,”  which  finds  its  expression  in  the  strength- 
ening of  social  policy — through  all  this  Marx  s 
“ theory  of  collapse  ” was  to  be  disproved.  It 
was  claimed  that  revolution  would  no  longer  be 
necessary  to  overthrow  the  rule  of  the  bourgeoisie  , 
that  no  dictatorship  of  the  proletariat  was  neces- 
sary to  safeguard  the  transition  from  capitalism 
to  socialism  ; that  peaceful  reformist  work,  the 
conquest  of  a parliamentary  majority  on  the  part 
of  the  Social-Democratic  Parties,  would  assure 
evolution  into  socialism . Socialism  was  to  cease 
to  be  the  cause  of  one  class,  ot  the  working  class, 
and  was  to  become  the  product  of  the  peaceur 
“ collaboration  of  all  classes  of  the  population. 

In  this  wav  socialism  was  to  be  withdrawn  as  an 
urgent  actuality  of  the  hour  which  had  to  be  faced 
just  when  it  had  been  raised  as  a living  issue  oy 
the-  advent  of  imperialism.  “The  final  goal  means 
nothing  to  me— the  movement  is  everything, 
was  the  motto  of  Edward  Bernstein,  the  revision- 

But  the  most  dangerous  falsification  of 

was  not  open  revisionism,  but  the 
Marxism  bv  the  Marxian  Centre  under  the  leader- 
ship  ol  that  driest  of  pedants  Karl  Kaut^Fbpe 
of  the  Second  International.  I his  d<un 
consisted  in  the  abandonment  of  what  were  ju. 
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t he  nitt'.t  important  theoretical  positions  of  Marx- 
ism in  favour  (»ii  the  revisionists  this  being’  donfc 
primal  il\  on  the  issue  which  tin*  revisionists  put 
melanin  sieallv  as:  " l\cl<>nn  or  revolution." 

1 m m * 

Marxism  was  to  be  split  into  two  parts  : into 
its  “ revolutionary  M and  its  “reformist”  ingredi- 
ents. Ki  im  ni  as  such  hold  an  independent  stgni- 

I'u'om  a'l  its  own  in  the  theorv  of  the  Centrists: 

* 

Ret  or m s were  divested  of  their  real  character  of  a 
b\  - , >urt  of  the  revolutionary  struggle  and  set  up 

as  a goal  in  themselves.  The  first  victim  of  the 
* dr  fence  o!  Marxism  **  by  the  Centrists  was  the 
Mar. vi a n theory  t>i  the  Shite.  The  doctrine  of  the 
dictatorship  of  the  proletariat,  and,  therefore, 
M t \ > ih  ( trine  of  revolutionary  tactics,  as  well, 

if' 

was  relegated  b\  the  Centrists  to  the  attic  of  his- 
ot\  a^  something  superannuated.  What  Marx 
uni  ingels  had  written  about  armed  uprising  was 
passed  over  in  silence  or  destroyed  as  so  much 
" Rl.mqiusi  deviation,  linger s introduction  to 
Marx’s  ( 'hiss  Struggles  in  France  was  brazenly 
falsified  by  the  representative  of  the  Executive 
Committee  of  the  German  Social- Democratic 
Part  \ by  suppressing  those  passages  that  spoke  of 
armed  uprising.  Centrism  was  far  from  being 
headed  towards  a struggle  against  the  bourgeois 
influence  that  the  revisionists  allowed  to  seep  in; 
it  represented,  on  the  contrary,  conciliation  with 
the  transformation  of  social  democracy  into  a 
bourgeois  labour  party. 

Re\  is  ton  ism  and  t enlnsm  are  most  closely 
interwoven  on  the  question  of  imperialism.  For 
both,  imperialism  was  not  a special  phase  of  capi- 
talist development  but  a policy  of  part  of  the  ruling 
class.  The  one  openly  espoused  the  imperialist 
policy  o!  us  own  bourgeoisie,  the  other  did  the 
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vmir  thing  while  making  a pretence  of  combating 
imperialist  policy  by  mouthing  pacifist  phrases. 

Tlie  left  radical  tendency,  headed  by  Rosa 
Luxembourg,  conducted  a valiant  struggle  against 
revisionism  and  centrism,  but  not  consistently 
....Vuist  tlu-  latter.  She  was  not  in  accord  with  the 
conciliatory  attitude  of  Kautsky  and  Rebel  toward 
Bernstein  'and  Vollmar.  'Hu*  left  radicals  de- 
manded the  expulsion  of  Bernstein  from  the  Social- 
Democratic  Party.  But  they  themselves  desig- 
nated  very  important  theoretical  views  of  Marx  as 
“ erroneous  ” or  “ obsolete."  They  did  this  in 
die  case  of  tile  law  of  the  accumulation  of  capital  ; 
in  the  case  of  the  doctrine  of  Marx  and  Engels 
concerning  the  national  question  arid  the  peasant 
question;  of  their  (Marx's  and  Engels’)  views 
concerning  the  role  of  the  proletarian  parly,  con- 
cerning armed  uprising,  the  dictatorship  of  the 

proletariat,  etc.  It  therefore  could  not  be  the 

tendency  which  continues  Marxism  in  accordance 


with  the  new  phase  of  the  capitalist  development 
of  imperialism.  It  therefore  was  incapable  also 
of  discovering  the  roots  of  revisionism . For  it 
refomtisjn — and  that  variety  of  revisionism  known 
as  centrism — was  not  an  inevitable  consequence  oi 
the  social  composition,  the  social  stratification,  ol 
the  working  class,  but  in  large  measure  nothing 
but  a theoretical  or  political  deviation  ot  individual 
theoreticians  or  leaders  of  the  social-democratic 


This  was  the  situation  in  the  Western  Sections 
of  the  Second  International  when  imperialist  de- 
velopment confronted  the  proletariat  with  two  vital 
questions  : imperialist  war  and-  proletarian  re  jo  m- 
ti<m — imperialism  or  socialist?} ? 


I lu  passing  o\cr  ot  I In*  revisionists  a*,  well  ;ts 
thv  cent  lists  to  the  side  of  their  own  bourgeoisie 
! u i;  ut ; Unde  in  favour  of  tin*  imperialist  war  (in 
form  openly  social-chauvinist  or  mantled  by  social* 
p;u  iltsm',  .mil  their  abominable  betrayal  of  the 
uise  ol  the  working  class  was  conditioned  by  /lie 
’■  ttr  p?i  i i dmg  development  of  the  Second  lnter- 

natiofiat , 1 

lb-  Lett  radicals,  in  accordance  with  their  pre- 
vious principles,  conducted  the  struggle  against 
imperialist  war  with  courage  and  self-sacrifice, 
l.iebknccht,  Luxemburg  ami  Mehring  will  live  for 
i\»r  in  the  history  of  the  labour  movement  as 
courageous  and  valiant  revolutionary  fighters  for 
the  cause  of  the  proletariat.  Yet,  and  this  was  in 
keeping  with  their  attitude  on  very  important 
theoretical  questions  of  Marxism,  they  could  not 
break  with  the  centrists  during  the  war  and  even 
after  the  war  they  could  do  so  only  after  a 
Vi  - aggie,  for  they  were  not  consistent  supporters 
and  continuers  of  the  work  of  Marx  and  Engels. 
When  the  laws  of  motion  of  capitalist  production 
and  bourgeois  society,  laws  discovered  by  Marx, 
were  being  “ refuted  "in  whole  or  in  part  by  the 
d 'min  in'  tendencies  in  the  Western  parties  of 
the  Second  International,  it  was  naturally  impos- 
sibl  • : perceive  that  capitalism  had  entered  a new 
Ma  in  conformity  with  these  laws.  Nor  could 
they  perceive  what  constituted  the  peculiar  traits 
of  capitalism  during  this  phase  and  what  ronclu- 
ions  the  proletarian  parties  had  to  draw  thcre- 
irom.  The  perception  of  the  imperialist  ohase  of 
capitalism  and  of  *»  special  trait's  n .„.  hed  on  thl 
S of  Marxian  dialcct.cs  and  the  special  laws 
uf  capitalist  production  discovered  bv  Mnrv 

*POch.<nakii,K  perception  could  rise 
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, ■ ih..  mind  of  a Marxist  who  permitted 

" „„ ',-alled  " criticism.”  nor  ” supplementa- 
Marxism.”  nor  its  ossification  into  a Id,- 

l,SS  ‘‘"t'iVvI'  MARXIST  WAS  l.l -.N IN  I . 

Onlv  Lenin  could  succeed  in  accomplishing  d"s 
pooch-making  discovery  : only  he  was  the  one 
consistent  continuer  of  the  Marxian  doctrine  after 

,;r,V'dh  of  Engels.  He  atone  could  show  On 

right  path,  tell  the  working  class  how  n should 
a,"t  in  this  new  imperialist  phase  ol  capitalism, 
csnecially  with  reference  to  imperialist  war. 

He  perceived  reformism  in  its  every  variety, 
whether  revisionist  or  centrist,  as  an  inevitable 
phenomenon  of  capitalist  society  and  completely 
exposed  its  social  roots : the  petty  bourgeois 

sections  of  the  proletariat  which  had  sunk  down 
to  the  working  class  and  the  sections  ot  the 
proletariat  that  had  risen  to  the  labour  aristocracy 

— there  was  its  social  source. 

He  also  perceived  the  historical  significance  oi 
reformism  from  its  inception  in  whatever  variety 
it  appeared,  revisionist  or  centrist.  In  1908,  in  his 
article  dedicated  to  the  twenty-fifth  anniversary 
of  the  death  of  Karl  Marx,  he  gave  final  shape  to 
the  characterisation  ot  reformism  as  follows  . 

“ . . , . it  is  quite  natural  that  the  petty 
bourgeois  world  outlook  should  again  and 
again  break  into  the  ranks  ot  the  broad 
workers’  parties.  It  is  quite  natural  that  this 
should  be  so,  and  it  will  always  be  so,  until  the 
climax  of  the  proletarian  revolution  ; for  it 
would  be  a great  mistake  to  think  that  the 
**  complete  ” proletarianisation  of  the  majority 
of  the  population  is  necessary  in  order  to  bring 
about  such  a revolution.  ^ hat  we  now  ex- 
perience more  often  on  the  mental  plane  only 
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t'is -us -io:is  uith  theoretical  additions  to  Marx 
uliat  i u \ t.  merges  in  working  practice  only  on 
» i lain  parti  uiar  questions  of  the  labour 
movement  as  tactical  ditTerences  with  the  revi- 
sionists and  splits  on  these  grounds— the 
wo:  king  class  will  have  to  experience  to  an 
im:n  .isuiablv  greatei  extent  when  the  prole- 
tarian revolution  makes  all  debatable  questions 
acate,  concentrates  all  the  differences  upon 
p »ints  which  have  most  direct  significance  in 
determining  the  attitude  ol  the  masses  ami 
compels  us,  in  the  heat  of  the  battle,  to 
separate  i-m  mii  s from  friends,  and  to  expel 
bad  allies  in  order  to  deliver  decisive  blows 
against  the  enemy.” 

/.cNtNtxm.  which  according  to  Stalin's  classic 
definition  is  ' ‘ Marxism  of  the  epoch  of  im- 
perialism and  of  the  proletarian  revolution 
was  born  in  the  struggle — in  the  only  con- 
sistent struggle  for  Marxism  against  the 
Marx-killers  ” as  well  as  against  the  Marx- 
tal sifters,  tite  " supplenientcrs  ” and  ” critics  ” of 
Marxism.  Even  historical  coutinuitv  exists  be- 

-v 

tween  the  activity  of  Frederick  Engels,  Marx’s 
peer  as  a collaborator  and  comrade-in-arms,  and 
I -coin,  their  peer  as  a continuer  of  their  work  and 
struggle. 

Frederick  Engel's  activity  was  terminated  in 
1 S95  by  his  death.  In  1894,  Who  Are  the 
Friends  of  the  People  and  How  do  They  Struggle 
against  Social  Democracy  ?,  the  product  of  young 
Vladimir  l Ivanov,  appeared  illegally  in  Tsarist 
Russia  in  hectograph  form.  In  this  earlv  work 
of  Lenin’s,  Marxism  appears  in  fall  armour,  the 
programme  of  the  Communist  revolution  stands 
forth  in  complete  and  bold  relief  in  a “ wlv  »• 


way 
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no  one  except  Marx  and  Engels  bad  ever 

presented  it.  In  this,  work  he  MK*  »P 
cudecls,  not  only  against  the  spe<  .al  Kussiiin 
form  of  petty  bourgeois  socialism,  against  the 
Narddniks,  but  also  ” against  the  narrow  con- 
ception of  Marxism  * *.  * - even  among  the 

Marxists  ” Two  vears  after  the  death  ol  Engels 
nooeared  the  protest  by  Lenin  and  his  colleagues 
‘ ' ' inst  Bernstein  and  bis  Russian  supporters,  a 
protest  written  while  in  Siberian  exile.  this 

>rolustt  in  contradistinction  to  the  “ defence  ol 
Marxism  by  Kautsky  and  Co.,  really  and  con- 
sistently defended  Marxism  in  its  entirety  and  m 
cvery  particle  of  Us  doctrine . From  this  first 
hectographed  production  of  Lenin’s  until  the 
October  Revolution  and  until  his  last  work,  whh  h 
dealt  with  the  co-operative  plan,  the  same  con- 
sistency in  the  development  of  liis  original 
thoughts  may  be  noticed  as  with  Maix  and 
i Ivngids,  and  their  first  labours  until  the  last  words 

I written  bv  them. 

The  October  Revolution,  the  dictatorship  of  the 
proletariat  in  the  Soviet  Union,  the  construction 
of  socialism  throughout  one-sixth  of  the  globe, 
commenced  under  the  leadership  of  Lenin  and 
continued  under  the  leadership  of  Stalin,  is^  the 
fulfilment,  the  materialisation  of  Marxism  in  a 
struggle,  not  only  against  the  bourgeoisie,  but 
also  against  t lie  opportunism  of  the  Marx-falsi- 
which  had  developed  into  social -chauvinism, 
social-imperialism  and  social-f asci sm , from  Bern- 
stein, Kautsky  anti  Trotsky  to  Otto  Bauer, 
Hilferding  and  Vandervelde,  as  well  as  against 
the  Right  and  ‘ 1 Left  ” distorters  of  Leninism. 

The  greatest  historical  act  accomplished  after 
the  October  Revolution  in  the  course  of  socialist 
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ronst run  ion,  the  rooting  ol  socialist  forms  in 

agriculture  resultant  on  the  achievements  of 
* Halts!  iiulust  rial  isat  ion  (dieted  through  t hi- 
collectivisation  of  the  peasant  farms  mid 
elaborated  theoretically  and  practically  by  Stalin) 
is  nothing  more  nor  loss  than  a literal  materialisa- 
tion ol  that  which  Marx  and  Engels  thought  ami 
wrote  concerning  the  transition  to  Communist 
economy.  In  a letter,  heretofore  unpublished, 
written  by  Engels  to  Hebei  on  January  20th,  1886, 
\\ e read  the  lollmving  concerning  Marx  and 
Engels’  plan  of  collectivisation  : 

And  that  during  the  transition  to  Com- 
munist economy  we  will  have  to  utilise  collec- 
tive economy  as  a medial  stage  on  an  extern 
sive  scale,  neither  Marx  nor  I ever  doubted. 
Now  matters  must  he  so  arranged  that  society, 
i.e. , in  the  first  place,  the  State,  retains  the 
ownership  of  the  means  o!  production,  (Com- 
pare The  Nationalisation  of  the  Land,  the  latest 
decree  ol  the  Soviet  Government  concerning 
the  inalienability  of  collective-farm  land  and 
concerning  the  machine  and  tractor  stations— 
B.  K.),  and  that  the  special  interests  of  the 
collective  as  against  society  as  a whole  cannot 
become  incrustated. ” (Compare,  again,  the 
purging  of  the  collective  farms  of  the  kulak 
elements  that  had  crept  in,  as  the  result  of  the 

efforts  to  sabotage  grain-collections. B.  K.). 

It  we  juxtapose  the  documents  saved  from  the 
literary  heritage  of  Marx  and  Engels  and  pub- 
lished recently— documents  which  were  kept 

secret  by  the  excellent  premonition  of  So-ial- 


democratic  tneorem  ians  like  Bernstein  and 
Kautsky — to  the  works  of  Lenin  and  Stalin  ‘the 
(art  must  be  acknowledged  that  the  theoretical 
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theoreticians  like 


;ind  practical  attitude  of  Lenin  and  Stalin  ort 
questions  in  which  the  opinion  of  Marx  and 
Engels  could  not  have  been  known  to  them  com- 
pletely coincides  with  the  attitude  of  Marx  and 
ingels,  in  many  instances  even  verbatim.  This 
is  not  merely  a matter  of  the  personal  qualities  of 
Lenin  and  Stalin  which  can  be  measured  with  the 
rod  of  our  two  old  masters,  but  the  prool  J hat 
the  Bolshevism  of  Lenin  and  Stalin  represent  the 
nnlv  consistent  continuation  of  the  work  of  Marx 


and  Engels. 

Developments  during  the  fifty  years  that  have 
elapsed  since  Karl  Marx  died  have  not  only  fully 
and  completely  confirmed,  upon  a hew  stage  of 
their  development,  the  laws  of  the  capitalist 
method  of  production,  discovered  by  Marx,  but 
especially  their  theory  concerning  the  State  and 
revolution,  the  dictatorship  of  the  proletariat,  as 
the  only  possible  way  to  socialism.  Not  only  the 
tremendous  development  of  the  forces  of  produc- 
tion through  the  dictatorship  of  the  proletariat 
in  the  Soviet  Union,  but  also— and  this  is  espe- 
cially to  be  noted  at  the  threshold  of  the  second 
Five-Year  Plan — the  struggle  to  train  the  toilers 
to  become  conscious  builders  of  classless  society 
confirm  completely  what  Marx  and  Engels  set 
forth  in  their  “ German  Ideology,”  published 
recently  for  the  first  time  : 

That  for  the  mass  generation  of  this  Com- 
munist consciousness,  as  well  as  for  the 
accomplishment  of  the  matter  itself,  a mass 
change  in  man  himself  is  necessary,  which  can 
only  take  place  in  a practical  movement,  in  a 
revolution;  that  the  revolution,  therefore,  is  not 
only  necessary  because  the  ruling  class  cannot 
l>e  overthrown  in  any  other  wav,  but  because 
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onl\  in  a revolution  ran  tin*  uv^n-lm  ■ ,9 

' Hu-  point  of  riddiiw  it0^;  ’ 4hi 

rubbish  and  of  bccoiuintr  rap;ili|(>  of  i ' r 

in  w society  ” 1 K ot  ‘wilding  a 

*!‘  .tlle  st,,1K.gle  between  tile  two 

capitalism  and  sou-ilk™  .1  , ' •VMenw— 

1 m»i  i.uisia — the  banner*  ,*r  <u 

^ become  the  n.liV 
!,he  proud  sl  « ‘he  Communist  Mant 

O "'*■  II -o,U. 

■ leader  ol  ihv  nmlH  .rloo,  r n 

the  Communist  1 , ‘ ns  ol  a“  countries 

viimmunist  Internationa,  lris  ■’ 

charter  that  : 1,1  Us 

founded  March?  Inter,,ationa|. 

the  Russian  o.  i , li If ' Mos,  ow'  Ci>P'«>l  of 

public  ,|‘ 1 ,,  ' P«ta»ttve  Soviet  Re- 

that  ii  undertake '°  ll'C  cntire  world 

creat  task  >,  1 l“'n,m,e  an<I  conclude  the 

Internatiinlf  of°  MaT'ulid  "p  "T'k.  of  !he  1'‘irst 

taking  to  fill n 1 ‘ . f'^igels  is  an  undcr- 

hy  the  October  R*.  n]ai?r,ahse  Marxism,  begun 

n!  Lenin,  a niat^SSu^tok^  the  1®fdershiP 
incessant,  arduous  ami  • , V ?e  accoiT) Pushed  by 

2*J  WOrld  diet  at.), -shin  of  Co>fatlga,b-Ip  ®tru^,e  for 
belongs  to  those  who  f wS?  P'oIctanat*  Marx 
juggle  fur  thc  mat_  . llls  teaching,  who 

the  Leninists.  ahsation  of  Marxism— to 

Marx  belongs  to  us  » It  1 

lo  ,hL.  Comm.i«- 

Young  Communist  fnt"raJnte;national  an<l 

1 1 u«iional  ! 

Manx  of  you  wj|l  consider  v 
vent  stressing  «,  slu,,.,,  I ar«  being  too  fer- 

?g  * U<  t that  Mar* 


belongs  to  us. 

W'lm  besides  Communists  lays  Haim  to  Marx 
to-day? 

W as  it  not  Mr.  Emile  Vandcrvelde,  < hairman 
,,f  the  Second  International  and  repeatedly 
Minister  of  II is  Majest)  the  King  of  Belgium, 
who  recently  publicly  repudiated  Marxism? 

He  did  tins  by  replying  to  a new  “ Marx- 
killing  ” by  l.o r'd  Melchett,  chairman  of  the  Kn 
lish  Chemical  Trust,  better  known  as  Sir  Allred 
Mond,  partner  to  the  English  reformist  trade- 
union  leaders  in  founding  so-called  Mondistn , the 
English  variety  of  the  theory  of  industrial  peace. 
This  noble  lord  said  about  seven  years  ago  and 
reprinted  in  1) is  book,  entitled  Industry  anti 
Politics  : 

“ If  there  is  one  thing  in  the  world  which 
is  dead  in  tills  country  it  is  socialism.  It  was 

m i 

buried  at  Liverpool,  buried  deep,  deep  down. 
You  have  only  to  read  Mr.  Ramsay 
MacDonald’s  speech  to  all.  And  why?  Be- 
cause every  practical  man  knows,  and  even1 
man  who  has  had  the  responsibility  of  Govern- 
ment in  t liis  country,  knows  perfectly  well  in 
Ins  heart,  whatever  he  may  in  theory  think 
about  socialism  or  speak  about  it,  you  cannot 
apply  the  system.” 

If*  ; tis  Marx-killing  the  chairman  of  the 
Second  International  replied  as  follows  : 

Socialism  and  Marxism  arc  not  to  be  taken 
as  synonymous*  ...  It  would  give  the  concep- 
tion oi  socialism  a peculiarly  narrow  construc- 

!’on  i(  this  conception  were  to  be  completely 
identified  with  Marxism.” 

t he  chairman  of  thc  Second  International  had 
not  tmg  .1st  to  do  but  leign  that  he  was  abandon- 
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' R l*u'  “ sinking  si,!,,  «•  •*.  . -C.S- 

’ lir'  he  h»<>  rded  pcrhai"  wllicl,«l 
i stowaway.  n<‘  and  th^ 

u ,v  ,l  lu“  Karl'  Renner  on,*  of  ,i 

1 theoreticians  „f  Aus  , ioj£  ",0>'  W* 
mt‘r  t hancellor,  who  ti  1 ‘!,X|Sm  and 

of  the  birth  of  l Yrclm-in'l  Ulntlr^dth  a™i- 

con* emiog  , n S ' :aSSallr-Wl’'' 

-•  *lH-orctical  ,i„t  or  bl.  nH'  thc  socb 
Marxism  for  ™ .1  tieP-'<rturc— stored 

&°od  when  he  wrote: 

: in  '™turi«* 

1 issalle  WM  rl  u+e  ,deca(ic  s 1,1  which  we 

Both  statement  . K ’?  Pvery  Particular.'’ 
n sine  of  the  ^Ppeare<1  ,n  the  theoretical 

R«doif^l^din|oc,al“Dem^ 

iu  j,  vj„_  ..  “elgtan  Social-Democracy, 
s.  ' ^ t ' rsloe,T1e<l  as  a theoretician 
book  On  the  P ^ nternationaI,  declared  in  his 
iquUhincr  of  \i  l°?^  °f  Socialism  that  "the 
Marxism  ,*\vpr«  Ju  *tSmt”  **  the  liberation  from 

this  vanquishing  of  M?U,t.of  h.is  work-  To  him 

question  of  kmiu-i  i ,l,rx|Sni  ,s  "not  only  a 

Herman;  ■*  ' K*,’  >U1  fl1sd  of  conscience" 

do*s  not  anv  |on  a,u'  " Gewissen  ’*).  He 

WritCs  this  himself-_ffca.nt  lo  support  the  lie — he 

party  comrades  do  - lM1.  *s  a Marxist  as  his 

S?  e 111  the  hyp  1 °®s  not  want  to  partici- 

ermany  where,  in' his 7 h'  "i^  practised  in 
Properly  Snn»i"  Judgment  : ■ 

a,q,  internal'  points ’of  Marx'sm  no  longer  has 
the  tra<ie  uXn  * dT*Ct  "*«ever  . . . . 

their  ^asl  not  in  th,  * co~°Pcrative  move- 
r61e  in  the  1 W lt  only  " ‘l)recls 

P°l 1 1 tea]  • ,,nues  toS play  a 

3o  ,V,*y  «f  the  Social- 


Demo,  rath  Parly,  which  is  recognised  by  the 
party  as  useful  (i.c.,  for  thc  purpose  of  " Left  " 
manotivres.  — H.  K,.).  Social- Democracy  is 

constrained  to  conduct  an  opportunist  policy 
of  coalition  and  support  of  the  State,  which, 
while  not  in  reason,  yet  in  sentiment  contradicts 
the  prior  keynote  of  irreconcilable  class 
struggle  to  which  it  owes  its  origin;  in  conse- 
quence of  which  it  is  particularly  interested  in 
emphasising  the  inner  stability  of  this  policy 
I » v symbolising  its  attachment  to  the  Marxian 
tradition  ...  It  (i.e.,  Marxism. — B.  K.)  can 
no  longer  guide  the  policy  of  the  party  because 
l his  policy  rests  upon  actual  pre-conditions, 
which  contradict  those  out  of  which  thc  doctrine 
once  arose.  Of  course,  Marxism  can  still 
supply  slogans  for  agitational  purposes,  slogans 
which,  in  the  main,  bridge  the  gap  between  the 
political  tradition  of  yesterday  and  the  policy  of 


Phis  is  the  judgment  of  a leading  social- 
democrat,  not  only  concerning  Marxism  in 
general  but  also  concerning  the  relation  between 
social-democracy  and  Marxism. 

In  his  latest  book  on  Capitalism  and  Socialism 
Alter  thc  World  War  (Rationalisation — Mistaken 
Rationalisation)  (FehlrationalisiiTung),  Otto  Bauer 
dethrones  " the  Marxian  theory  of  price  to  re- 
place it  by  a brand  new  “ theory  of  Marshall, 
_ » 

Moor  and  other  American  investigators  of  busi- 
es* conditions  and  manufacturers  of  ideology  for 
Dollar  Imperialism  : 

" The  significance  of  th,  ^<  investigations  is 
just  as  great  for  the  development  of  the  theory 
oi  price,"  wrote  Otto  Bauer,  commenting  on 
the  work  of  these  American  economists. 


31 


ll,-r.t„i„iv  tin-  function  of  <lcm»n-t  I II 

"'■"'•I  sltlial  u»tl  whirl,  I |,c  th,  11,1  I 

soliiniiuiriillv  the  .l. 
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ii..n,  p,#Ve  ,of  fhe  Vwbofch* 

attain  an  inductive-statistical  price ■ 

I * i 

1 J !H(  theory  of  M irvlem  j|  |l'l 

doctrine  ..i  marxism,  based  upon  the 

cU  i,  prom, ligated  by  Marx  *, 

h ■'  declared  »i, by  Ottol 
, \.v  “PPWnted  • > by  a vulgar- 
achieved  t'i  r t ■ *^au,,-dlv,  the  only  effect 

..f  d r ,„os.  V 'S  a ntw  “ Station  ” of  one 

And  was  it  not  Mr  "t!)  precepts  of  Marxism.  I 
‘>1  the  \.I)  c it  , a,IUnv.  a prominent  leader 

di-t  >ni  -uVcl  irthlnf'ral  (;cnnan  Trade-Union]! 

farty  who  eliminat  ,u . ( ’t‘rman  Social-Democratic 
be  Poor?  f,  arx  altogether  in  his  book 
‘<  u of  rnisihjj-  I i.-n  L actually-  accomplished  the 

funk  of  theoretici*,?  i-01.*  ‘ t*ie  auto  tothel 

movement,  in  0rtj_  (>  l*u‘  reformist  trade-union! 
unnecessary,  ass  prove  that  socialism  was 

CV*I  Under  capitaHcJfr^[  r°uld  be  abolished  for- 

arnow  wrote  : 5*'  us'nff  Ford’s  method. 

Henry  Ford* , i « 

certainly  the  m,^  "u,k;  MV  Life  ami  Work , is 

eonomic  literature  to  imi(,nary  writing  of  all 
’hus  >n  the  re fr > ? date.’*  B *i 

\i.M  „i..  J .°^“Writt,.n  „ ' . ''Un,on  movement 
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While  Otto  Bauer  repudiates  Marx's  theory  of 
prit  »\  Rudolf  Milferd’mg,  who  before  the  war 
was  engaged  in  revising  Marx’s  money  theory, 
cannot  now  reconcile  himself  to  Marxism  as  ap- 
plied to  the  agrarian  question.  On  the  occasion 
of  the  agrarian  debate  in  the  German  Social- 
Democratic  Party  (1927)  he  declared  in  his  Theo- 
retical  Observations  on  the  Agrarian  Question 

that  : 

. . the  dispute  concerning  the  preponderance 
between  large  and  small-scale  production  in 
agriculture  continues  undecided  to  this  day 
...”  That  on  the  one  hand  ; and  on  the  other 
he  says  that  : 44  precisely  the  application  of 
Marx’s  method  ” shows  ” that  the  law  of  con- 
centration ( i.e the  law  concerning  the  concen- 
tration of  capital  and  of  enterprises)  does  not 
apply  to  agriculture.” 

Disproving  Marxism  ” in  instalments  '*  could 
not  satisfy  Prof.  Erik  Nolting,  a social-democrat 
and  one  of  the  most  typical  theoreticians  of 
social-fascism.  In  one  of  his  discourses  entitled 
IVhal  does  Marxism  mean  to  tts  to-day?  (re;x>rtcd 
in  the  Frank  farter  Volksstimmc  of  January  21st, 
lf)2S),  he  attempted  to  guillotine  Marxism 
altogether. 

He  recapitulated  his  refutation  of  Marxism  in 
ten  points  from  which  we  can  cull  only  a few 

excerpts  : 

1.  Since  Marx , capitalist  society  has 
changed  in  its  basic  structure  ....  The  doc- 
irinc  of  crises  is  itself  no  longer  tenable,  as  the 
crises  of  to-day  have  their  origin  in  shocks  that 
have  arisen  outside  the  process  of  produc- 
tion. . . . 

As  trade  unions  ivere  formed , the  labour 

m 
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market  changed.  , . , Marx  taught  that  tk  I 

— - z ^owr.e.,mpozsh?- 

hberalioti  would  grow  out  of  his  destitution' 
nt  the  most  elevated  sections  are  the  basic 

l™ops  ■ • • I’sNcliologically  tL 

theory  of  pauperisation  is  erroneous  * * 

v,  1 ' 1 lsanl  question  remains  entirely 

unsolved.  Marx  was  a typical  city  dweller,  an 

lMl  in  flight.  \\  r assumed  with  him  that  the 
i t nrv  would  travel  the  same  path  of  con. 
ntr.it ion  as  the  capitalists.  . . . That  is  a 
'cry  grove  misapprehension,  etc.  1 

4.  I he  problem  of  socialisation  as  Marx 
**3  it  is  too  narrow.  In  one  place  he  wants 
■ Us.  i , then  he  wants  the  transfer  of 

the  means  of  production.  . . . The  socialise- 

14  J?  I>r.uFx1s,d  oi  Marx  also  lacks  the  concrete 
indication  <15  to  whom  the  means  of  production 

irc  'V’H‘  transferred.  This  we  missed  in  the 
revolution.  a 

».  ortftofe  v ''war’’"/.’,"**'''''"  (l“nd-  "°  S°lUlr 

.i,,.  , , . \tsm.  . . . Marxism  says  that 

boureeni ' s!an<ls  h>  opposition  to  the 

cmrositi  / H TV  h,S  rnIturo  also  stands  in 

„££  ' n bourgeois  culture.  Cultures  did 

ev€r  much  th  1 **  CCo,tomic  structure,  how- 

ktehe™  the  V t'T*  modified  by  it.  The 
differences1  disappea™"  *****  ***  **ore  tUc 

like  formula:  " Frokl.rians  of  all 

un.to  I”  reneens  the  actually  c-xisi^  ditT.-rcm '' 

betw«“  ,hc  workers  Qf  ,hc  individual  nations 
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7.  The  democratic  parliamentary  state  is  n 

fuel  which  cun  afford  the  proletariat  the  possi- 
bility of  improving  its  position.  You  must 
utilise  1 his  and  not  deny  the  State  in  the  old 
Marxist  sense.  . . . Marx  is  of  the  opinion 
tit  s 1 the  State  is  to  be  destroyed.  But  we  see 
that  it  will  only  pass  from  one  hand  to  the 
other.  It  is  neither  a purely  bourgeois  nor  a 
purely  proletarian  matter.  In  essence  it  is 
rather  a matter  of  officials.  (Exactly  the  pro- 
gramme of  the  presidential  government  of  von 
Papen  and  von  Schleicher. — B.  K.). 

8.  The  fact  that  there  is  an  intermediate 
link  between  capitalism  and  socialism  over- 
comes the  Marxist  conception  of  an  explosive- 
con  version  from  capitalism  to  socialism.  This 
transitional  phase  finds  threefold  expression  : 

(a)  politically  by  coalition  governments  (Kaut- 
sky  is  the  father  of  this  idea. — B.  K.);  (b) 
economically  by  industrial  democracy  (Hilfcr- 
ding  is  the  father  of  this  idea.. — B.  K.) ; (c) 
socially  through  labour  legislation  (the  patern  ty 
of  this  idea  is  diflicuh  to  establish,  the  entire 
international  trade-union  bureaucracy  share  the 
responsibility. — B.  K.), 

9.  Why  the  concept  of  determinism  is  ^ 
superfluous.  Marxism  is  imbued  with  the  belief 
that  socialism  must  grow  out  of  capitalism. 
Every  movement  seeks  to  base  its  raison  d'etre 

(jn  hope  in  the  determinism  of  its  thos:s. 

Enough  of  this  piffle  of  the  most  vulgar  bour- 
geois science,  which  nevertheless,  has  one  advan- 
tage in  Prof.  Molting’s  recapitulation,  vis. . that 
i contains  almost  everything  that  the  leading 
theoreticians  of  the  Second  International  have 
uttered  at  various  times  in  refutation  of  Marxi-m. 


M;u\  passed  judgment  on  such  a garbled  aooWv 
capitalism,  when  in  liis  preface  to  the  '25 
volume  of  Capital  he  wrote  concerning  tW 
truorvt h tans  that  lor  them  ii  is  not  a question 
Whither  this  or  that  theorem  is  true  but 
"■hit  > it  ls  usi-iul  or  harmful,  convenient  or 
inconvenient  for  capitalism,  whether  allowed  or 

not  nUowcd  hy  the  police. 11 

We  could  multiply  ad  infinitum  such  and  simi- 
ir  declarations  social-democratic  theoreticians 
•mcj  practitioners,  in  which  Marx  is  “ refuted, 
an  orever  dethroned*  I he\  were  especially 

n,lS:  1 " du™S  the  period  of  the  relative 

MaDiiisatton  of  capitalism  when  it  seemed  to  them 

\ a*wl  Naphtali’s  “ organised 

^apitaiism  had  lor  ever  rendered  “ unreal  ” the 

jaw  production  dis- 

..  t r<  ' \|arN  ant|  Engels.  In  the  days  of 

dt-ivT  — vv*1en  'l  seemed  to  the  social- 
com_  j . K €a<^ers  imperialism  had  over- 

m * rli  ...  ,P°st~'var  cr>s’s*  Marxism  was  thrown 
;.ard  as  ba  last  by  all  parties  of  the  Second 

l vr"  its  ut,hsation  as  a shit, 

bridir*  **  iJ5  acau  ,ilosc  who  wanted  to  erect  a 
n >ugc  between  the  me  ,«  ,. 

SOciaWemocraev  ••  was  reduc  , P™“"*  ° 

lim  thr.  i t , rcauccd  to  a minimum. 

pi  i od  ol  shocks  and  jolts  for  industry 

■md  the  end  of  relative  StabUisati^^ LoJetozhnJt 
l\v  the  accentuation  of  the-  world  - .V1 

m the  capitalist  countries  ' [ f m'.c  cr,s,s 
simultaneous  victorious  ndvaiu^of  sL-i^*.’  thC 
st ruction  in  the  Soviet  Union  (which  i* 

poss.bic  to  conceal  from  the  necessitous  masses' 
■■I  the  capitalist  countries,,  the  revolution™  *? 
swiuh  and  tire  rjowin*  influx  of  the  masses  in  ’' 
the  l omniums!  Parties  caused  other  winds 
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prevail*  The  practical  as  well  as  the  theoretical 
victories  of  Marxism  have  < unipelk-d  the  enemies 
ol  Marxism  to  re-drrss  themselves  in  Marxian 


girb  alter  all  their  seasonal  theories  have  been 
torn  to  tatters. 


Alter  the  election  victory  of  the  Communist 
Party  of  Germany  on  November  7th,  two  Marxian 

* m 

parties  suddenly  appeared  in  Germany  on  the 
horizon  of  the  Vienna  Arbeit erseitung. 

" Relatively  the  share  of  votes  obtained  by 
ihe  two  Marxian  thirties  lias  increased,"  wrote 
Mr.  Otto  Bauer  or  one  of  his  lieutenants  after 


the  Reichstag  elections  in  November,  putting  a 
pleasant  face  on  an  unpleasant  situation. 

'fhe  Berlin  organ  of  the  Social-Democratic 
I ’arty,  the  Vorwarts,  reprinted  with  special  em- 
phasis this  new  discovery  of  Otto  Bauer’s  con- 
cerning the  4 4 Iwq  Marxist  parties." 

Mr.  Vandervelde  who,  after  the  miners’  strike 
in  Borinage,  had  to  record  the  fact  that  the 
i cformistically  organised  Belgian  workers  were 
disinclined  to  follow  the  coalition  policy  of  his 
party,  wants  to  convince  them  in  the  name  ol 
44  Marxism  ” that  they  ought  to  form  a united 
front  with  the  clericals  instead  ot  with  the  Com- 
munists. On  the  occasion  of  the  last  govern- 
mental crisis  in  Belgium  he  wrote  in  Lc  Peuple 
on  December  11th  : 

44  I am  an  old  Marxist . 1 believe  in  the 

primacy  of  the  economic  1 actors.  1 am  de- 
cidedly inimical  to  any  reversion  to  political 
formulas  that  would  push  anti-clericalism  again 
into  the  foreground.  I would  deprecate  with 
all  the  power  within  me  every  action  whose  aim 
it  would  be  to  divide  the  working  class  still 
more  against  itself,  by  undertaking  any  attack 


n frcclom  Of  .onsriuocc  and  of 

instruct' on.  "Ml 

M .'V’P'1'"'  (or  the  people,- ’ »r«, 

i,  'd  °{  ll,r  Second  International 

M mxIm  - . i'  ‘ “old 

. ' **'*•  ll'"  workers  may  believe  him 

of  'his  o^unr •"«  -'-Pvnscrs 

l!'*'  Social-DeitMtcrats,  Mill  Marxists  only  by 
*****. °f  Haler.  . far  that,  ai  their  parly 

til'-  m.ri  T iernat^.;v.1,ith  is  bci"B  vailed  daring 

death  ofKaric  Marx'^lwlr  Am’ivV,' '"T  of  lhe 

ftiarx,  Marx  actually  figures  on 

author  Rud°'f  Hilferding, 


ithor  „f  ",  rlillerding, 

vint  i . , , and  must  devoted  scr* 

ni  l.,  a V‘.d  bcnefic,ary  Of  finance  capital,  will 
c the , introductory  report  at  the  party  co* 

comes  tic  and,  l,u‘  Pr*sent  Day.”  So  it 

lav  " voln,  >he  Rracc  of  Hitler  now 

la\v  v°tant«r>-  claim  to  Marx. 

* would  like  to  recommend  two  slogans  for 
the  streamers  tint  ,..:n  i u ^ogans  Ior 

when  HUfcrdine  deliwrs  t^°rai ^ the  con£rcss  haU 

out  the  ust  of  club*?*  nJ addj!€ss*  Even  with* 

sli,i?ans  would  >f  themselw^rf JURS  theSe  tVf° 
the  meeting’  hall  yet  mi«  )m <t  nolu  a battle  111 
on  this  oc  , uj|  |f;if  >l;  most  appropriate 
Marx.  Cn  H,lferd"lg  holds  forth  on 

Oiu-  of  these  slogans  is  hi*  \i,  . t * 

I am  the  mortal  enemy  of  cah  t 1Jl.msel/  : — 

. Thc  promulgator  of  the  other  s£rl?,m‘ 
simple  revolutionist  like  Marx-  h kJ m vvas  ,u>t  a 

^norarv  title,  be  fW*  that 

> the  Social-Democratic  Partv  nr  n a,rman 
Member  of  the  Council  of  People's  Cfmf™anjr’ 
m November,  1918,  and  First  i < I <mh ^[7, 
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( it- r m 1 1 1 n Republic.  1 refer  to  Friedrich  Ebert. 

'flic  watchword  that  is  traceable  to  him  and  dates 


back  to  (hose  same  days  of  the  November  revolu- 
tion reads  : 

I hate  revolution  like  poison." 

I entertain  no  hopes  that  this  proposal  of  mine 
although  it  would  be  a correct  introduction  to 
I lilferding’s  discourse  on  “ Marx  and  the  Present 
I lay  ” — will  be  accepted.  On  the  contrary,  f 
think  it  i*s  highly  probable  that  Hilferding  will 
solve  this  “ slight  discrepancy  between  the  con- 
ceptions of  Marx  anti  Ebert  in  his  own  fashion — 
which  savours  of  Austro-Marxism — as  follows  : 

" Well,  you  see,  it’s  a matter  of  taste;  this 
one  hates  capitalism,  and  that  one  revolution, 
but  both  were  enamoured  with  Socialism  !” 

1 think  it  is  quite  improbable  that  in  his  dis- 
eourse  Hilferding  will  deal  with  all  questions  that 
hear  on  his  theme— —especially  such  current  topics 
as  the  development  of  social-democracy  into 
social-fascism,  its  relation  to  Iasi  ism  ; the  respon- 
sibility of  the  social  democrats  and  the  reformist 
trade  unions  for  the  lowering  of  the  working- 
class  standard  of  living;  for  the  unemployment 
of  millions. 


These  questions  are  of  the  utmost  importance 
to  the  present-day  labour  movement.  A correct 
reply  to  them  can  be  made  only  by  consulting 
Marx.  This  is  the  more  necessary  because  many 
social-democratic  workers  feel  offended  if  one 
speaks  about  their  parly  as  a social-fascist  party 
and  opine — ijuitc  in  good  faith — that  the  social- 
democratic  party  has  retained  something  of 
Marxism.  For  this  reason  it  is  necessary  to 
counterpose  at  least  two  important  questions  of 
the  day;  the  relation  of  the  social-democrats  and 
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,n‘‘  lo  ,|u.  bourKrois  State  and  *k  IE  I 

>VUc-\  ot  social-deinotfrao-  and  fL.v 
Marxist  coiu  t jiiion  <»f  tlu*  Si  »»  . t,sm» 

'r  lls  ncxl  consider  whether  the  ™,5„i  j^‘1 
fra‘«  conception  o)  the  Stnt.lt.-t  s,?oaW*to-| 

ailing,  as  the,  d , r o >r  a,u"i,Cd  from, "I 

iermany  bt»t  of  th,  i,  'VT,kcrs  no<  <>nlJ- of 

State  th  f :Whe,?er  thls  conception  ofth, 

C onstitution  hi.  • n,t  !l  ,s  Weimar 

Marxism  and  i ®n^th,nff  ln  common  with 

differ*  e anv  difffr^  tllere.  is.  any  cwcn/iu: 
nd  the  1 isi  is't  >ft  ' u ,h  0 ,n  principle,  between  it 
It  i"  «!S  t COnc®Pt,on  of  the  State.  1 

idea  that  Vhe  h ^ " ^ U ^larxism  represents  the 
W«"»r  Hepu£ifcr^““sS‘f‘c-  and  therefore  the 
irreconoilnbilitv  nf  !i  ‘ the  expression  of  th*l 
antagonism  ° ' ^-contradictions,”  of  the' 
tariat,  between  r * -C  f?OUrffeoisie  and  the  pro- 
Weimar  worker.  The 

>f  tens  of  thousnnH1  r?-  rUctlon»  cost  the 

of  ir  best  leaders-  ,N/J/German  proletarians, { 
jQgiehes  and  others ' ' ,'tchktiecllt,  Luxembourg, 

myrmidons  (>t  ‘ v°  were  murdered  by  the* 

•' > produce  this  w**  °s*e  and  Weis  in  order 
Article  165  which  1^" r , Const'tution  with  its 
“ Workers  lt,  down  that  JJ 

w*th  the  entrepreneurs  *«CeS  arc  to  collaborate 

regulation  of  the  comliii  ” an  C(il*ul  basis  in  the 
a‘  well  as  in  the  en  ir  Work  a"<l  wages,  ' 

the  productive  force,  h‘'onom,c  development 

r 

counter-revolution  against  the  *i",'ke  dr"'‘"  ",l,c 
<,OB*  wh«h  the  German  worker  ^ * <>,. 
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.imirding  to  the  **  proposals  tor  a united  front 
nettle  liv  llreilsolifki , Kfnistler,  Otto  Ham  r,  et 
I is  nothing  in  common  with  the  Marxist  concep- 
tion of  the  “ irreconcilability  <)f  class  contradic. - 


! tons. 


Bui  this  sentence  in  the  Weimar  Constitution 


imrrsponds  so  much  the  more — both  in  meaning 
md  language — to  the  conception  of  the  State 
entertained  by  the  fascists. 

Mussolini  gives  utterance  to  this  principle  upon 
which  the  social -democrats  harp  so  much  as  his 
own  principle  in  the  following  modest  words  : 

We  have  incorporated  all  forces  of  produc- 
tion in  the  State.  Labour  and  capital  have 
equal  rights  and  equal  duties  ; they  must  work 
together,  their  conflicts  being  adjusted  by  re- 
course to  law  and  the  courts.” 


And  the  fascist  constitutional  charter  in  Italy, 
the  “ C arta  del  Lavoro  ” (Charter  of  Labour) 
contains  the  following  article,  corresponding  to 
Article  165  of  the  Weimar  Constitution  : 


“ The  trades  corporations  recognised  by  law 
guarantee  equality  before  the  law  as  between 
employers  and  employees.  They  maintain  the 
discipline  of  production  and  promote  its 

perfection.” 

Turati,  the  former  General  Secretary  of  the 
Fascist  Party  of  Italy,  could  point  with  pride  to 
its  theories  of  communes  expounded  in  the 
“ Carta  del  Lavoro  ” : 

“ The  juridical  recognition  of  the  syndicates 
as  organisations  of  public  law,  which  are 
authorised  to  represent  all  productive  forces  of 
the  country  (ihe  entrepreneurs  and  the  workers 
by  hand  and  brain),  forms  the  basic  principle 
of  the  Fascist  State.” 


I Iun  l*  ivi,  principle  ol  fascism  appears  -is  fuU 

u'  111  " ' ialist  " garb  in  Mil fcrd ing\s  speech 
.ii  the  Kiel  Party  Congress  ,*!  tlu-  German  Social* 
Democratic  Party  in  1927:  I Ifl 

“It  is  socialist  principle  precisely  to  eon* 
r *1  direction  of  enterprises  and  economy 
* the  affair  * » r society,  and  society  has  no 
agency  through  which  it  can  act  conscious!) 
other  than  the  State."  la 

Thru  iv  no  need  to  dwell  further  on  the  fact 
tin*,  agency  of  society  llilfcrding  under- 
-:  iiK  not  the  proletarian  hut  the  bott rgeoii 
1 Hilterding  would,  of  course,  have  pre- 
ferred to  see  him  sell  and  his  party  at  the  helm  of 
thi*.  bourgeois  St.  ■<  , but — as  Bernstein  opined — 
when  proletarian  or  fascist  dictatorship  is  the 
unl\  alternative,  he,  as  a social-democrat,  chooses 
thv  fascist  dictatorship.  ^|| 

1 he  class  content  of  the  two  conceptions  of  the 
St  llc  lhc  fascist  and  the  social-fascist— is  the 
came  . the  maintenance  and  defence  of  capitalist 
private  Opcrty  against  proletarian  revolution, 

f tin*  social-fascist  method,  calls  itself 
industrial  democracy  the  other,  the  fascist, 
i co-operative  system/*  There  are  differences 
thc  application  of  methods,  but  there  are  no 

i » *’•  *****  Cot**  proof  of  this  is 

" f ,i  ’!,J- An,Cle  48  oi  rimar  Constitu- 

......  ..t  the  Germ....  h.mrgeoisie  safeguards  the 

fj'  . ol  passing — constitutionally 

-irom  the  democratic  ...  ihe  fascist  method  of 
bourgeois  dictatorship.  Also  the  .lass  forces 
" m l.  lo-il.iv  arc  arrayed  against  ihe  proletarian 
volution  in  Germany,  mainly  through  opcnlv 
fascist  methods,  differ  in  no  essential  respect 
from  the  alignment  at  the  time  the  bourgeois 
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II  counter-revolution  fought  with  democratic 
|l  methods  for  ihe  consummation  of  tiic  Weimar 
II  ( oust  it  ut  ion.  The  only  difference  consists  in 
IB  this:  that,  while  in  1918-19  the  forces  which  to- 
IB  day  are  carrying  out  the  fascisation  of  Germany, 
II  pushed  the  social-democracy  to  t lie  fore  as  the 
||  standard-bearer  of  the  counter-revolution,  they 
[||  now  keep  it  in  the  background. 

II n the  struggle  against  the  proletarian  revolu- 
tion, social-democracy  had  to  settle  completely 
with  the  Marxian  concept  of  the  State.  By  doing 
this,  and  by  proclaiming  to  the  masses  that 
^ followed  them  the  exact  opposite  in  word  and 
speed i of  what  constitutes  the  essence  of  Marx’s 
II  conception  of  the  State — that  “ political  power 
||  iii  the  proper  sense  of  the  expression  is  the 
II  organised  power  of  a class  for  the  oppression  of 

l|  another  class'’ — it  not  onlv  disarmed  these 

> * 

I masses  but  created  the  ideological  and  even  i hi- 
ll constitutional  basis  lor  the  fascisation  of 
It  Germany, 

i|  Even  if  there  be  differences  in  the  methods  cm- 
1 ployed  by  the  Bruning,  Papcn  and  Schleicher 
governments — respectively,  the  policy  of  tole.ru- 
| tion  adopted  by  the  social-democrats  to.v- arils  .ill 
| three  governments  means  only  one  thing,  1 hcv 
^b  tolerate  what  they  prepared , what  they  created, 
■ by  preventing  the  proletariat  from  seizing  political 
I power,  by  preventing  tbe  proletariat  from  e.>tab- 
lishing  its  class  dictatorship.  Therefore  the 
I standpoint  of  the  social-democrats  is  the  exact 
I opposite  of  Marxism  also  in  this  most  important 

l|  problem  of  the  day, 

I |tul  |ej  us  throw  the  light  of  Marxism  not  only 
I upon  the  political  but  also  upon  the  trade  union 
1 activity  of  the  social-democrats  of  the  present 
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it  m<m.v 


cy  <>/  the  re 


Ju,  1 t'„ad<’  “nions  which  an 

il  m,  ! as  ye,,0w  but  »s  organs  of 

t>  v - , e*  as  organs  for  the  defence  of 
int  “ail>  interests  ot  the  working  clas*  ♦' 
mention  tlu.  struggle  for  \ ,t‘ass~nrot  ^ 

wa<v  svst,,„  1 C abo,ltt<>n  of  the 

V|arx  ' w is  basc<*  upon  the  theory  of 

according  to  which  'Ip 

i Um  ule«f,‘Tr:l1  Undenc>'  of  capitalist  produo 

bu,  ,:r, r:e 

m or  less  i ’.  i,  ° * " 1 1 !c  va,ue  of  labour 
Pr  ice  and  Profit)  m,mmum  (Marx:  Value, 

issue  with’  \V'1  t’t  rman  trade  union  leader,  joins 
,hat\  """  Mar*  here>  giving-  it  as  his  opinion 

now  ^ before  ,dttet  w e^ren6Ur  may  figrT 

* l"  h“  advantage.  ^7o^hTemrep™„^ 

of  capital  and  n r.  °inJ*  ,nJUry  to  the  interests 
v(  s ' • a,Ul  profit  of  the  entrepreneurs  thcm- 

wage  a strati? against 't  h h&t  workers  must 

m form,  but  persistent  thC  caPltaI»sts,  varying 

'‘  The  determination  <>f  th  . j ! | 

the  degree  of  . i . e actual  degree 

by  the  incessant  stru"ir?r|Plt?t,on^  1S  ascertained 

labour;  ,hc  capiu|lst  Tons  .caPitaI  and 

down  wages  to  the-ir  rtiysteSlv  liT' “*  to  force 
draw  out  tl„-  working  daT?'J  „?WCS!  and  to 

longest,  while  the  work,?;  * ,'c  Phys«»Ily 

pressure  in  the  opposite  dir«?“0'?  ™3'  cxcrt» 

“ Solved  bv  «»  Option  of  th^elaTive  T0‘Utr 
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of  the  participants  in  the  struggle  ” ( Value , 
l* rice  and  Trofit), — such  is  the  other  thesis 
upon  which  the  Marxian  trade  union  policy  is 
founded, 

Messrs.  Nolti ng,  whose  text  book  Introduction 
to  Theoretical  Economy  is  considered  a semi- 
official publication  of  the  A.D.G.B.,  entertain  a 
different  opinion  : 

The  formation  of  wages  ” — we  read  in 
this  social-democratic  text  book — “ is  beyond 
the  reach  of  strikes  and  the  arbitrary  will  of 

dr 

parties.  Every  attempt  to  influence  wages  col- 
lapses by  reason  of  its  internal  impossibility 
....  trade  union  wage  policy,  especially  of 
the  organisation  and  the  carrying  through  of 
wage  strikes  is  a fruitless  and  fateful  illusion  ; 
laws  can  not  be  abrogated  by  putsches.  A 
revolution  against  wages  would  be  as  nonsensi- 
cal as  a revolution  against  the  law  of  gravita- 
tion.’* 

It  is  difficult  to.  imagine  that  anything  in  the 
works  of  the  social -democratic  theoreticians  could 
possibly  exhibit  more  open  enmity  against 
Marxism.  None  the  less  the  following  choice 
morsel  comes  from  the  pen  of  Naphtali,  whom 
Tar  now  celebrated  as  the  “ Marx-substitute  ” of 
the  reformist  trade  unions  : 

“ To-day  relations  have  changed  essen- 
tia tly,”  this  great  discovery  announces.  "Legal 
relationships  are  being  established  between 
entrepreneurs  and  worker.  To-day  tcc  can  no 
longer  speak  in  general  of  exploitation  of  the 
workers  by  their  employers . ” 

These  11  refutations  ” of  Marxism  arc  the  prin- 
ciples which  form  the  basis  of  the  policy  of  the 
A.D.G.B.  This  was  the  basis  of  its  attitude  on 
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1 ■ *n  •»!  capitalist  rationalisation,  when 

• >1  u.i"  passed  round  that  the  “ organisation  " 

' ‘l’1*  1 i'-1"  v\  is  to  In-  advanced  at  the  expense 

ol  the  working  class  by  means  of  capitalist 

:1  Everything  that  vulgar  economy 
invent  w as  set  up  by  the  German  trade 
1 is  opposition  to  Marxism,  was  set 
" ll>  t lu-oi  et  lelans  ot  the  German  rc- 

tr  ons  to  have  the  workers  believe 

'i:l  ^ v,  hi  ing  done  under  capitalism  was 
1 ' 1 ' * a ir  interests,  actually  promoted 

i e iea  lsatiua  ot  their  interests,  much  bettor  than 
.*  d be  done  by  i so  dism  after  the  model  of  a 

* citain  Marx.  Die  Arbeit,  theoretical  organ 
iie  German  trade  unions,  wrote  at  the  time  : 

Every  step  in  rationalisation  is  a lap  on 
' hi  way  to  the  return  to  consumption  economy, 

j!  CQUrst*’ . h tit ali st  in  form,  but  without 

ig-capitalist  spirit,  and  is  consequently  a big 
limp  ot  socialisation.  Thus  a ccntury-old 
dream  is  coming  true.**  1 

Eve.ry  " 1 of  which  is  SO  much  bosh  and  non- 

, ' ' "n’  1 ’*■'  css»  this  omnium-gatherum  of 

w:,s  “>■  llu'°retical  basis  upon  which  the 
reformist  trad,-  union  members  were  ••  volun-] 

tanl;.  subjected  by  their  leaders  to  capitalist 

w>e  Presf.ure  ">  “>«  halcyon  days  „f  capitalist 
rationalisation.  p 1 

l ime,  however,  brought  changes  in  trade  union  l 
t?c  * «*  • ^wer  refutation  of  Marxi 
Rationalisation  could  not  even  addur,.  o 

blance  ot  proof  that  the  laws  of  ca'pitat,  p"-  1 
duct i on— discovered  by  Marx— had  lost  tih. I 
validity.  The  “ organisation  ” of  capitalism  I 
could  not  master  the  crisis  even  with  tin  iid  r f ■ 
capitalist  rationalisation.  The  theory  accordi  °rB 
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in  which  capitalism  is  interested  in  high  wages 
was  lints  disproved.  It  was  not  the  “ individual 
entrepreneur”  but  the  bourgeois  State,  the 
agent  of  the  capitalist  class  or  to  use  Tarnow's 
terminology — “of  the  entrepreneurs  as  a whole” 
which  led  the  offensive  against  the  wages  of  the 
working  class.  The  industrial  reserve  army,  tin- 
host  of  unemployed,  grew  to  monstrous  propor- 
tions during  the  crisis.  Otto  Bauer  was  im- 
mediately- on  the  spot  when  a defence  of  social- 
fascist  practice  was  to  be  ” theorised  " — -the 


practice  of  the  reformist  trade  unions  which,  by 
supporting  the  pressure  upon  wages,  and  be- 
cause o'  the  immense  increase  in  unemployment. 


pressed  the  workers  (by  supporting  capitalist 
rationalisation),  close  to  the  border  line  of  bar- 
barism or  even  into  barbarism  itself.  The  new 


descriptive  word  of  social-democracy  for  the 
defence  of  capitalist  rationalisation  was  coined  b\ 
Oito  Bauer  and  is  denominated  “ mistaken 
rationalisation.'  * 


The  same  Tarnow  who  conducted  the  chorus  of 
the  German  trade  union  bureaucrats  when  they 
sang  the  praises  of  capitalist  rationalisation  had 
to  admit  publicly  that  “precipitate  and  over- 
zealous  rationalisation  was  one  of  the  main 


causes  of  mass  unemployment.” 

As  the  crisis  sharpened  the  workers  offered 
resistance  to  t lie  capitalist  offensive. 

Marx’s  theory  of  trade  union  wage  policy  says 
clearly  on  this  point  that  the  working  class 
should  “ utilise  any  occasional  possibilities  for 
temporary  improvements  ....  If  it  were  to 
yield  in  cowardly  fashion  in  its  daily  conflicts 
with  Capital,  ii  would  most  assuredly  deprive 
itself  <*f  the  capacity  to  undertake  any  major 


movement.  * 

liu  th,  i|iu*siiun  was  precisely  this:  that  the 
vvi  ik.  a.;  vl.i^s  u i>  to  be  restrained  from  utilising 
capitalism's  critical  state  due  to  i In*  crisis, 
•: ai  u!  t •*:n  t Ik- m “ major  movements,”  i,e., 
from  ihe  proletarian  revolution,  from  the 
m niggle  foi  socialism.  That  is  why  the  entire 
mi  1 .1! -democracy-  -supported  by  all  sorts  of 
renegade* — proclaimed  the  theory:  “ No  wage 

struggles,  no  strikes,  during  the  crisis!" 

The  strike  is,  of  course,  far  from  being  a 
evouuion,  but  tii  underestimate  the  revolutionary 
significance  of  strikes  is  anything  but  Marxism. 
Both  the  social-democrats  and  the  reformist 


trade  union  leaders  correctly  appraised  the  revolu- 
j ■ ai  \ significance  of  strikes  —especially  in  times 
■ ' ■ Ues — (more  correctly  than  many  Communists 
who  do  not  understand  the  revolutionary  signifi- 
; ih  e partial  demands  and  partial  struggles), 
by  the  supreme  efforts  they  made,  and  are  mak- 
ing, u>  hold  the  workers  back  from  strikes  in 
> dr;  thereby  to  be  able  to  defend  capitalism 
against  proletarian  revolution. 

That  is  why  Tar  now,  the  arch-reformist, 
advanced  exactly  the  opposite  kind  of  tactics 
against  the  trade-union  tactics  advocated  by 
Marxism.  In  his  notorious  Konigsberg  discourse 
on  the  world  economic  crisis— delivered  at  a time 
when  wage  cuts  were  being  handed  oui  at  high- 
pressure  speed — Tarnow  raised  strike-breaking 
instead  of  reforms  and  minor  alleviations,  to  the 
rank  of  a theory. 

' The  crisis  should  not  he  regarded  from  the 
standpoint  of  the  working  class . The  crisis 
must  he  tided  over  within  the  framework  of 
capitalist  economy  by  the  sacrifices  of  uu. 


working  class  necessary  for  that  purpose. 

Now,  whereas  the  trade-union  theory  and 

practice  of  social-democracy  is  the  direct  opposite 
jf  M uxian  I rade-union  theory  and  practice,  this 
theory  of  strike-breaking,  enunciated  by  the 
social- fascists  has  all  the  traits  in  common  with 
the  fascist  point  of  vie w as  to  the  relation  of  tnc 
w mg  class  to  the  crisis  and  to  wage  move 
mem*.  Small  wonder,  then,  that  while  rarnow 
was  delivering  himself  of  these  astonishingly  selt- 
revcaling  sentiments,  Hitler's  personal  press 
organ,  the  Vdtkisck*  Beobachter  was  actually 
printing  its  stand  on  the  matter  in  these  words  : 

••  If  in  this  situation  the  economic  demands 
if  Germany's  employees  are  examined  from  the 
point  of  view  of  right,  it  will  be  evident  at  firs 

blush  that  reason  is  against  them  hec*XiS 

entire  economic  scheme  as  such  ts  on  the  oerg 

il  f’nnc  rlntc  back  to  November,  1930 

Jarlvnv' s"s  well  as  that  of 

Quite  true,  ^ ^"r^ 

SffiSTSS  or  -s 

whatever  by  to  principles 

economic  theory  of  soc«  policy  and 

Of  which  form  the  ba  ts  u;,ionSi 

the  entire  practice  ol  M ^ ;t  js  c]0se  to 

is  as  far  of  naiional  fascism, 

the  economic  y ’>  ’takcn  bv  ,hc  Marxist 
The  point  c;  'lus  vaIuc,  Which  the  employer 
llieory  is  that  ‘ at  the  expense  of  the 

eppropna.es  in  q to>fhe  process  of  produc- 

worker,  l as  it-  $ follows  the  irreconcilable 

contradiction  between  .he  employer  and  the  em- 
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1 1’. n « , , t’n  contradiction  between  capitalist 

i n:  vv  \\  1 k<  r.  Thi  point  of  departure  of  alt 
».  , . » oimim,  also  ol  the  economic  theory  " 

; t’.!*!  i>in  i'*,  on  tlie  contrary,  the  process  of 
■ . . Iholi:  springs  not  I rum  the  production 
t com  noliti,  s but  from  their  exchange, 

H u.  uco  ding  to  the  theories  of  both  the 
ind  social-fascists,  harmony  prevails  in 
1 1 ' v | vr t t o'  production  as  between  the  interests 
thi-  ( ipii  ilisis  and  the  wage  workers. 

This  the  programme  of  the  N.S.D.A.P. 
\ it  tonal  Socialist  Labour  Party  of  Germany), 
sses  less  scientifically  than  clearly  by  stating 
n it-*  tenili  paragraph  : 

It  must  be  the  first  duty  ot  every  citizen  to 

* m 

* mental  i>r  physical  work.  The  activity  of 
the  individual  may  not  infringe  upon  the  in- 
*e Tests  of  the  community,  but  must  be  pursued 
Within  the  framework  of  the  entire  body  politic 
and  must  accrue  to  the  advantage  of  all/' 
Alfred  Braunthal,  one  of  the  best-known 
economic  theoreticians  of  social-democracy,  pro- 
pounds a theory  in  opposition  to  Marxism  which 
•s  scientifically  formulated,  but  whose  content 
or  responds  fully  to  the  fascist  programme.  This 
theory  is  set  forth  in  his  Present-Day  Economy 
and  its  Laws,  and  is  intended  for  use  as  a text 
Look.  There  this  disciple  of  Otto  Bauer  savs  * 

' The  theory  of  productivity,  viewed  from 
the  angle  of  wages,  doubtless  has  practical 
significance  and  can  be  justified  in  one 
for  the  following  law  accords  with  it  : Any  rjs’ 
in  wages  finds  an  absolute  limit  in  the  product 
tivity  of  labour.  And  vice  versa  : the  greater 
t he  productivity,  the  higher  wages  can,  under 
certain  circumstances,  rise.  In  this  respect  ple 
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theory  of  productivity  is  undoubtedly  superior 
the  Marxist  theory." 

I,  *ts  •*  superior  " because  it  represents  the  in- 
terests of  the  capitalists  by  seeking  to  persuade 
itn*  workers  that  an  increase  in  the  productivity 
of  labour  occurs  “ in  the  interests  «1  the  com- 
muniiv  ” and  “ within  the  framework  of  the  cn- 
dre  body  politic  and  must  accrue  to  the  advan- 
tage of  all  ” — to  use  the  words  of  the  fascist 

programme. 

Braunthal’s  theory  of  wages  strikes  a different 

tune.  There  we  are  informed  that: 

“ Of  course  not  more  can  be  divided  than 
has  been  produced,  and  the  more  there  is  being 
produced,  the  more  vve  have  at  our  disposal  for 
distribution.  Therefore  the  worker  is  un- 
doubt edly  interested  in  the  greatest  pos*bl« 

increase  in  production.  ... 

everything  Braunthal  says  has  reference  to  .Ik 

capitalist  method  of  production^.  K-i I- 

While  Braunthal  has«  .he  s,,oal-f 

nf  wages  solely  upon  the  h capitalist 

b tween  worker  and  a|so  fo„nd  a 

ocess  of  Pro'k,[;,11;’'’ 'er^v  the 'economic  as  well 
different  reaso  , ' c [ ;1C  watre  workers 

the  political . s;^Can °bfe  Warded  as  the 
against  the namely,  as  an  infringement 
lascists  of  the  community.”  In  his 

upon  the  ,ntcr  n ]fir  edition  of  the  second 
preface  to  \h*PJ  Kautsky  distorted  this  great 
volume  of  t f y ali(J  bv  thc  following  sen- 

work  of  Marx 

lcnC<i.:T  the  process  of  circulation  phenomena 
. 1 .1  h h arc  of  the  greatest  moment  for  thc 

ftr,sy  u.ot.  of  the  workers  and  which  do  not 
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by  the  hu  t that  here  worktn 

havi*  identical  interests  un  tn  * 

certain  iltfjjrcc. ' ' ~ *'  e ' ■ 

Identical  interests  *’  between  workers  and 
s 111  t*  ess  of  production  as  well  as 

J"  ,!u  p*<tc?**  °i  -datum . What  else  is  there 
H\  ^a*n?*  whom  is  the  soeial-dcmocratk 
* tight  >n  the  opinion  of  his  theoretician'; 
■;>>  political  and  trade  union  leaders? 

N 1tlsi*  remains  but  to  flight  against  the 

ork  wh”  lil’  not  recognise  the^c  “ identical 

between  workers  and  capitalists," 

( ommunists,  against  the  revolu- 
tar*ans  who  adhere  to  the  Marxian 
imt  VotTlhaii  the  ^Mfatiietions  between  Capital 
nti  l°.llr'  ’our&e°isie  and  proletariat,  are  not 

•thru a. al  but  irreconcilable.  r ■ 

£*  vtasSi 

denly  m ThTd'®1'  pr°pint|t,ity  10 

Wow*  of  the  crisis  and  thc^rev^Z^’  "nder 
$at  whore  in  some  „ ; 

labour  internationals?  ft  £**  *"">  Marxian 

*°  discovery  after  Kamskv.?"^  ,f ‘‘aohc® 
statement  that  it  what  is  mUuT*  S*  well-k,l<>wn 
t n ion— and  what  wc  all’ win. °n  *"  the  S.ov!et 
throughout  the  world  -U  \i.  l<)  materialise 

had  been  in  vain?  *rxism  then  his  life 

I his  discovery  is  nothing  more  or  l.-  , 1 

attempt  to  parry  the  main  blow  <>t  !,Ss  tllan  an 
t ionary  proletariat  which,  in  the  vCvo,u_ 

socialism,  must  necessarily  be  directrlPv C /or 
the  internal  foe  of  the  proletariat  ae-s  ffainst 

social -democracy.  The  Otto  Hauers,  the 
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“ the  people  who,”  as  Marx  and  Kngels 
wra.le  concerning  such  types  in  the  labour 
movement,  “ under  the  guise  of  incessant 
hurtle  and  bustle,  not  only  do  nothing  them- 
solv<  s,  but  even  endeavour  to  hinder  others  so 
that  nothing  but  idle  chatter  results  . . . these 
vt  tf-same  people  who  see  a reaction  (which  they 


In-Ip  into  the  saddle. — B.  K.),  and  then  are 
perfectly  astonished  to  find  themselves  in  an 
impasse  where  neither  resistance  nor  flight 
avail,  the  same  people  who  want  to  cram  his- 
tory into  their  narrow  philistine  horizon  and 
whom,  history  passes  by  each  time  without 


taking  note  of  them,” 

these  people,  caught  in  a deadlock,  now  write 
co„  S .lie  unity  which  they  have  split.  They 
vociferate  about  the  defence  of  the  interests  of 
the  workers  whom  they  have  sold  and  sell  every 
day  of  the  year.  They  i .weigh  against  the 
” nonsense  of  the  Communists  who  direct  them 
main  blow  against  the  newly -discovered 

*.  Marxian  party.’*  AH  their  clamour  about  unity 

• . 1 ' ? *, nr,\v  that  in  the  difficult  times  of 

is  because  they  know  mat  m f 

this  crisis,  of  Pr®Para“2-Jjt  tlwf  Soviet  Union, 
military  interven^^^  * 

the  proletariat  P^,Sfront  the  social-democrats, 
The  sort  o u ^ cr*y  against  the  Com- 
who  raise  the  cxemp]ified  by  the  conference  of 
munists,  wan  - 'national  committee  of  German 
the  leaders  ? ong  vvhich  met  on  November  2 Uh 
yquth  ,or^a!!l!,ten(jcnCies  were  represented,  social- 
nt  which  a ^ w.cjj  as  national-socialists,  with  the 
democrats  ^ tjic  Communist  youth.  This 
sole  excep  ^ch  hatl  ..  youth  in  the  Struggle 

conference,  (t  ^ ^ jts  agenda,  is  reported  in  the 

for  German.' 
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(iewerkscha  eilung  (Trade  Union  |Wr) 

1 gan  *•  ihc  ni  an  article  abounding 

m panegyric*,  as  slating  that  i a 

l-'  : h e tniJc  unions  it  was  interesting  to 

1 ilium-  the  numerous  groups  repre- 
Sl  '*cd  at  the  conference  of  the  Reich  commit* 

German  youth  organisations  nom 
> a. i i l i > sponsor  a policy  of  hiissei- 
' ;i'  s a’s*»  noteworthy  that  in  the  con- 

ii ng  remai  is  by  Prof.  Flitner,  as  well  as  in 
' l’:c*s  comments,  the  question  was 
1 ■ ‘ it  was  not  time  lor  the  leaders 

1 ■ g. fixations  to  endeavour  lo 

• ' ’ ‘ 't>'  <i  p ositive  stand  an  concrete 

questions  of  the  day." 

Naturally,  th<  of  the  A.D.G.B.  is  in 

* UI  1,1  common  and  positive  stand  on  con- 

7cU‘  tlUe.sl,ons  o*  Ok:  day  ••  between  the  social- 
democrat  tc  and  the  fascist  youth.  For  where 
Ihere  is  no  essential  difference  of  opinion  in  the 

_a7_^uf sl'on.  ° 1 * » - 1 1 - 1 > defence  of  capitalism 

j itnni  of  capitalism,  such  a common 

at t mute  is  not  at  all  rlitlW-tiU  . 

Tu  , , \ 1 K uh  maintain.  ■ 

, ha'  been  bases  where  the  social- 

democrats  have  succeeded  ,i  • r 

fap'  V ; T*™*ntng  the  pressure  of  the  oro- 

letariat  lor  u mfy  o/  action  into  , ...  A , P A 


t t into  a unifv  frtrr ? 

I here  are  still  many  proletarians  I ‘ ' * 

who — under  the  influence  of  soeiM-rt  ™ certam| 

the  reformist  trade  unions— still  t^in?CrSS  an<® 
tiatc  between  unity  of  action  in  the  cHs<  « 'fferCin# 
and  the  unity  farce  that  serves  the 
the  bourgeoisie.  mtcrcsls  of 

In  an  unpublished  letter  of  Engels’  Wu  c S 

Splendid  reply  to  Otto  Hauer’s  hypueritiea|l,-1<*  a 

mia<l>  concerning  the  **  nonsense  of  tho  cCre1 

^ *-om- 


.....  ••  who  direct  the  main  blow  against  the 

I , K m...  rats,  who  wanl  to  realise  the  United 
Communist  and  social-democratic,  of 
J£  organised  and  the  unorganised  workere,  bm 
, dUinclined  to  enter  into  a united 

with  the  misleaders  of  the  mMms 
rralie  workers- with  .he  Jeadc « * ' •**££ 

Jims,  whose  bankrupt  :£fc 

:,S  follows  by  the  Arbettcr  jCctli  g 

9th,  19S2  ; sacrificed  them- 

“ The  German  workers  have  - 

selves  for  the  Stale,  have  again  and 
placed  iheir  own  interests  a thankful  to 

S,'  > and  Papcn." 

them  for  this— i thi rougll  , to  Bcbel,  dated 

In  this  letter  from  E J*  , he  following : 
January  20th,  1886,  we  find  th  has  be- 

“ In  France  the  lang-esp^^^emto*  be; 

come  a fact.  The  original  rapp^  Mc,on  and 
tween  Guesde  and  Lafargu^^.  , suppose, on 
Brousse  could  not  bv  nejther  Marx  r 
founding  the  party,  bbt.||usions  about  the  fact 
ver  laboured  under  an>  Thc  pomtm 

that  this  could  not  pri„ciple  ij*  slruggU 

pule  is  Pure'>  conduelod &eoisiCi  or  is 
struggle  is  to  agains.  lh®  “rlunist  fashion 
of  the  P~*||ed  in  gaodj-Pf language— pos- 
,t  to  be  P ’ it  inte  r ^ class  character  of 

(°A-,‘°,  fs«l ,|,e  programme  wherever 

S!  n move0**"*  ^followers,  can  be  gamed I by 
,hc  '"“otes-  "»?hc  development  of  the  pro- 
-•  rvwhcre  ibe  result  of  internal 

5‘:;:  To  " Vram*.  which  now  .*  forming  a 


\\,*!kvis  l\ut\  t % »r  the  first  time,  is  no  cxccp- 
ti  »n.  W e in  liernvmv  arc  beyond  the  first 
ph  isc  *‘i  tin*  inti  i nat  simple,  t )l  her  struggles 
an  still  .ihcad  ol  us,  l ’ nit)  is  all  right  as  long 
as  it  lasts,  but  sonic  things  take  precedence 
over  unit>.  \iul  when  one  has  fought  all  one’s 
< m than  am  oih-  else  against  self-stvied 
socialists,  i-,  Marx  and  I have  done  (for  the 
bourgeoisie  we  tackled  only  as  a class  and 
.’.most  nc\et  engaged  in  single  combat  with 
a gt  o s i (lie  cannot  lose  any  tears  over 

•m 

t i act  that  the  inevitable  struggle  has 

broken  out,” 

rhls  i>  the  corroboratory  judgment  of  Marx 
and  Engels  concerning  the  theory  that  the  main 
bU  vv  ot  the  revolutionary  masses  in  the  struggle 
against  the  main  enemy,  the  bourgeoisie — must 

be  directed  against  social-democracy,.  This  is 
the  rawer  Marx  and  Engels  have  for  political 
bankrupts  who  desire  to  manoeuvre  their  way  out 
o:  the  deadlock  at  the  expense  of  the  workers 
they  have  betrayed.  This  is  the  keynote  for  our 
activities  to  effect  a real  united  front  of  the  work- 
ing class,  a united  front  from  below,  in  the  daily 
struggles  which  must  be  led  on  to  the  decisive 
struggles  for  power. 

IV. 


The  insurrection  of  the  forces  of  production 
against  private  property  in  the  means  of  produc- 
tion, against  the  capitalist  production  relation- 
•dii j , which  are  the  life  springs  of  the  bourgeoisie 
and  its  domination,  has  won  greater  vigour  l>v 
the  economically  and  politically  decisive  fact  thru 
the  In  ion  of  Socialist  Soviet  Republics  exists 
and  is  victorious,  while  the  capitalist  world  has 
■.ipproached  the  point  where  the  dynamiting  of 


the  CO  fatalist  relations  of  production  commences. 
Never  before  has  the  bourgeoisie  proved  it  sell  so 
clearly  a **  superfluous  class  *’  as  now.  In  its 
own  countries  it  contemplates  the  crisis  with 
despair  as  it  breaks  out  with  ever -renewed  fury. 
It  founds  its  domination  more  and  more  upon 
open  terror  against  its  wage  slaves,  whose  mil- 
lions lack  the  absolute  minimum  of  existence. 


Out  in  the  country  where  Socialism  has  become 
a fact,  in  the  Soviet  Union,  it  is  daily  proven  that 
the  working  class,  freed  from  its  exploiters  and 
oppressors,  now  its  own  master  and  ruling  in  its 
own  right  in  the  Soviets,  develops  the  socialised 
forces  of  production  at  a tempo  that  staggers 
imagination,  while  at  the  same  time  appropriat- 
ing' socially  the  social  product  of  labour.  By 
abolishing  the  conditions  of  life  under  which  it 
lived  in  bourgeois  society,  it  abolishes  ” all  the 
inhuman  conditions  of  life  ” that  capitalism  has 
created  : no  unemployment,  abolition  of  the 

slavery  of  woman,  abolition  oi  the  oppression 
of  more  than  a hundred  nationalities.  1 he 
genera!  crisis  of  the  capitalist  system  means 
also  a crisis  for  the  material  power  of  society, 

t lie  power  of  the  ruling  class,  CSP^CI  a _T;_  _ 

of  the  simultaneous  triumphal  march  of  socialism 

1 lu  I >,t  tin  ion  This  crisis  for  the  material 
m the  Soviet  Umoji.  i ^ & ^ of  the 

,Tng  of  the  prevai,ine bour- 

gcois  idtolo.-.>-  which  cannot  gave  bread 

TI’CCakP' tens' o,  millions  of  its  wage  slaves 
nor  work  , r CQVcr  their  intellectual  needs 

'I  j ik  i "I  ^ ) «u  ^ 

can  ai^‘  ideologies,  not  even  with  “ anti- 
w it  f>  .,1>  ideology,”  can  no  longer  constantly 

capita  The  period  of  the  intensification  of 

sati^O" 
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• g.  iui.ll  economic  crisis  is  al  ihc  same  time  a 
p i in!  of  i 1 1'-.'-  ol  .ill  bourgeois  ideologies  which 
i’"  i Ihurc  ,h  a iiumiis  whereby  the  bourgeoisie 
run  k.a  pi  exploited  and  oppressed  masses  in 
. I e»  k.  t lie  hunger  ol  tin-  masses,  especially  of 
millions  of  young  workers  whose  ” gradua- 
te i to  itU-  takes  place  at  a time  of  severest 
U pri\  atioii'«,  ol  unemployment  and  terror,  dc- 
mands  iso;  onb  work  ami  bread,  but  also  a world 
/<■  ’><k.  I lie  period  of  the  general  Crisis  has 
'vcomr  t u period  of  *’  grave  doubts  " on  the 
« ! the  bourgeoisie.  Won  Is  like  dislocation, 
uis:  iv  ig ; a;  an.  internecine  struggle,  cataclysm, 
lain  and  i iiaos  are  now  in  very  common  usage  not 
oi  •»  i tan  sphere  ol  science  but  also  of  ideology. 
\\  !i:it  is  the  point  at  issue?’*  queries  some- 
on  - active  in  tascist  circles  who  arrogates  to 
htmselt  t ie  role  of  ideologist  of  young  Ger- 
many. “ That  is  the  decisive  question  which 
cwryone  who  thinks  at  all  must  ponder,  which 
g o c"  him  no  peace  and  agitates  his  entire 
being.  Is  that  which  we  are  living  through  to- 
da\  the  result  and  the  aim  of  a development 
which  has  devoured  untold  sacrifice  and  which 
h;i>  shaken  man  from  head  to  foot?  Is  this 
the  end?” 

But  also  in  the  victor  coutil ries , in  France,  in 
Fngland,  in  the  United  States,  the  words  written 
1 >\  llegt  ! :i  his  Philosophy  of  History  concerning 
the  wars  ol  Napoleon  are  more  than  applicable  to 
i heir  economy  as  well  as  to  their  ideology  : 

‘ * No  greater  victories  have  ever  been 
gained,  no  more  genial  moves  have  ever  been 
made;  but  likewise  ihc  impotence  of  ere/ or v 
never  appeared  in  a more  striking  light.  ” 

1 h,  naiionalism  rampant  in  the  countries  ol 
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victoi  and  vanquished  alike  is  an  expression  of 
(lit*  impotence  that  has  seized  the  world  after  the 
r i*| art  it  ion  ol  the  world  by  the  Versailles  Peace 
I n-.it  v and  the  Washington  Convention  liad  ten- 
fold increased  the  number  of  potential  starting- 
points  of  war  to-day.  On  the  other  hand,  it  is 
;ilso  the  consequence  of  the  impotence  of  the 
bourgeoisie  in  the  province  of  home  policy,  an 
expression  of  the  fact,  that  as  a result  of  the 
crisis,  it  feels  it  sell  more  and  more  constricted  in 
the  application  of  its  ideology'  of  social  reforms 
and  is  constrained  to  have  recourse  almost  exclu- 


sively to  what  is  the  sheerest  national  damagogy. 

Pacifism — that  falsification  of  the  honest  will  of 
the  workers  to  peace,  first  omen  of  instinctive 
protest  against  imperialist  war  and  of  the  aware- 
ness of  a reactionary  character  in  the  clandestine 
preparations  of  imperialist  war  and  military  inter- 
vention against  the  Soviet  Union  is  undergoing  a 
profound  crisis.  The  bourgeoisie  becomes  less 
and  less  capable  of  concealing  the  fact  that  the 
cause  of  war  lies  in  imperialist  capitalism  dsc  ; 
that  capitalism  and  war  are  inseparable.  Ihose 
who  used  to  be  pacifists  by  honest  conviction  are 

experiencing  a Change  of  heart.  The)  -are  for- 

f}.  m ~ui  drawing  nearer  to  the  idea 

sakme*  pac  h$m  aoo  m-** 

revolutionary  struck  aga.nst  cap.tal.sm  as 
■ ' "phis  was  one  lesson  taught  by 


the  cause  of  'var 


the  Amsterdam  Anti-War  Congress  Those  on 
‘ her  hand,  who  were  not  the  dece.ved  but 

in  the  pacifist  movements  are  now 
ihc  decen  thcmselves  more  and  more  to  the 
reveal n ^ pacifist  agents  in  this  work  of  pre- 
. 7or  imperialist  war  and  intervention. 
pa£®t,p«  revalorisation  of  all  values,”  that  ex- 
1 . of  disbelief  in  all  traditional  ideologies 

press  i o» 
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The 


whi.  h ,tiw  l ^ tends  to  crop  up  among  the  bour- 
„ • •:» it  in  all  - list  s ot  capitalism,  extends  to  all 
f'i  tif  bourgeois  id  colony,  luu  mure  espcci- 
i !y  to  the  problem  id’  the  possibility  of  survival 
for  the  capitalist  system  itself. 

I hose  political  and  economic  leaders,  leading 
idi  olog  i--i  s o!  the  bourgeoisie,  who  still  entertain 
•i v belie t that  capitalism  can  continue  as  of  old, 
ire  " white  ravens  ” indeed.  The  words  of  the 
bourgeois,  a>  well  as  social-democratic  economic 
1*  t V is  ol  the  bourgeoisie  concerning  “ late- 

>it  1 1 ism  ” and  “ organised  capitalism, 11  only 
s ;k  to  veil  tlie  hideous  fact  that  for  them 
eoi:  •,  sin  has  come  to  the  end  of  its  tether  and 
ih  it  o!  ■ >urse  an  attempt  must  be  made  to  save 
t ^ »m  ‘how,  Optimists  are  scarce.  But  their 
■pumivn  is  no  less  impotent  than  the  gloomy 
torebodings  ot  the  jx^ssimists. 

I he  danger  that  man  will  become  the  slave 
ot  his  tool.”  wrote  I'rof.  Adolf  W eber,  one  of 
t’u  ii]  urmsiic  champions  of  capitalism  after  the 

I I i had  set  in,  11  cannot  be  averted  by  chang- 
ing the  economic  system,  but  only  by  influenc- 
ing the  patterns  of  thought  and  soul-life  of 
man.” 

'1  lu  accentuated  crisis  of  capitalist  economy 
surely  greets  this  inane  prattle  with  derisive 
laughter.  For  it  “ freed  *’  forty  to  fifty  million 
proletarians,  who  had  become  unemployed,  from 
t!  slavery  ol  their  tools.”  It  never  even  per- 
mitted the  millions  of  youth  to  reach  the  status 
.it  ” slaws  ol  their  tools.”  ” Influence  upon  the 

patterns  of  thought  and  the  soul-life  of  man  ” 

that  is  social -democracy ; that  is  fascism.  Iton* 
l >}! - tlivv  trill  suffice  to  stem  the  rising  tide  of 
the  proletariat  beating  against  the  capitalist 
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system,  againsi  the  bourgeoisie,  is  to-day  the 
great  -si  worry  of  the  capitalists  and  their 
id euli  >g  v manu fac t u rers . 

In  this  period  of  “ grave  doubt,"  of  the  " re- 
valorisation of  all  values,"  when  everything  in 
economy,  in  the  machinery  of  power,  in  the 
ideology  of  capitalism , has  been  shaken  to  its 
deepest  foundations,  the  edifice  of  Marxian 
doctrine  stands  firm  and  proud  in  all  its  parts  and 
particles,  untouched  by  the  crisis  of  ideologies. 

Prof.  Sohmalenbach,  a most  prominent  bour- 
geois theoretician  of  industrial  economy,  has  said 
with  resignation  : 

‘ What  difference  is  there  in  essence  be- 


tween what  we  arc  going  through  to-day  and 
the  fulfilment  of  the  predictions  made  by  Marx, 
the  great  socialist?” 

Nor  is  it  this  4‘  recognition  ” of  -Marx  on  the 
part  of  an  ideologist  of  the  bourgeoisie  that  most 
glaringly  characterises  the  discomfiture  of  bour- 
geois ideology  and  its  defeat  by  Marxism- 
Leninism.  The  following  is  perhaps  less  self- 
evident  but  none  the  less  much  more  c larac  ens 
Pc  • the  turning  of  the  bourgeoisie,  m its  period 

ot  declme  away  « / Mafx  and  Fngels- 

during  its  period  of  0«*  ^ 4.  roQtcd  £ the 

however  muc  facts  — in  the  theoretical 

material  CC^r  °sejCntific  socialism,  derived  their 
elaboration  o ^ th<at  the  yGung  bourgeoisie 

start  lrot  , jn  jls  period  of  ascent  in  the  realm  of 
had  crea  * being  ‘ ‘ the  thought  material  on 
ideology,  1 

hand.  t tj,olJg-j|t  material  on  hand  ” was  sup- 
? ll!‘i  • Herman  classical  philosophy — primarily 
plied  classical  political  economy,  prim- 

H 9 gw  - •*’ 
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;i til v Smith  and  Ricardo,  ami  French  socialism, 
tiiinar  1\  Saint  SiMii'K  add  Fourier.  Ihc  elabora- 
tion i*i  M'lVnfjfii  s ^ i>ilistn,  of  ( 'mil t mini sin,  |>\* 

m 

Marx  and  Knurls,  proceeded  theoretically  in  the 
form  ‘'l  a cri/iqur  ol  these  doctrines,  i.t\,  by  con- 

tile  si1  doctrines  with  the  objective  facts 
and  their  coherence.  AH  that  transcended  in 


these  systems  the  limited  borders  of  bourgeois 

t tnkimg  was  rescued  by  Marx  and  Engels  and 

£ “■*  * * 

given  over  to  the  proletariat. 


ilw  puticscvnt  bourgeoisie  in  the  period  of  its 
decline  repudiates  t ien  the  remnants  oj  those  intcl- 
lec  lull  Products  produced  in  the  heyday  of  its  de- 
velopment as  a class. 

Hugo  Schulz,  a bourgeois  economist,  recently 
e op.tessed  that  the  bourgeoisie  had  to  abandon  the 
classical  theory  uj  political  economy  as  it  could 
not  ombat  Marxism  from  the  standpoint  of  this 
theory.  The  period  of  the  present  crisis  is  the 
period  ot  a revival  of  vulgar  economy  in 
the  camp  ot  bourgeois  science  to  an  ex- 
tent never  witnessed  before.  A refutation 
of  all  law  in  economy,  and  the  rejection 
of  every  theory,  is  the  main  trait  of  these 


hirelings  of  bourgeois  economy.  I7 or  them  the 

economic  crisis  is  not  a consequence  of  the  regu- 
lar economic  development,  its  cause  does  not  lie 
“ in  economy  ” but  “ in  the  soul  it  is  a 


“ crisis  of  confidence.” 


Vulgar  economics  like 


this  have  nothing  in  common  with  the  classical 


theory  of  political  economy  which  the  best  repre- 
senta lives  of  the  young  bourgeoisie  elaborated  in 


th<  struggle  against  feudalism  that  the  capitalist 
method  of  production  might  be  victorious. 

German  classical  philosophy,  which  translated 
tin  great  French  revolution  into  the  field  of  philo- 


sophy lor  the  cowardly  German  bourgeoisie,  is 
to-day  as  dead  as  a door  nail  as  far  as  it  (the  tier- 
man  bourgeoisie)  is  concerned.  Hegel,  greatest 
representative  of  the  classical  school,  is  again 
singled  out  by  the  bourgeoisie  for  treatment  as  a 
dead  dog.”  Marx  and  Engels  linked  up  the 
dialectic  method  with  the  revolutionary  side  of 
Hegelian  philosophy.  They  stripped  dialectics  of 
their  mystical  covering  of  Hegelian  idealism.  They 
turned  dialectics  **  up-side  down  ” bv  demonstra- 
ting that  the  “ ideal  ” is  nothing  else  than  ilie 
material  ” converted  and  translated  in  the  mind 
of  man. 

I he  bourgeoisie  in  the  period  of  its  c risis  had  to 
repudiate  Hegel  since  his  dialectics  were  intoler- 
able for  it  even  in  their  idealistic  covering. 
Hegelian  dialectics  preclude  precisely  that  which 
is  most  necessary  for  the  idealogists  of  the  bour- 
geoisie in  t lie  course  of  the  crisis  : the  contempla- 
tion of  the  existing,  of  the  existing  order  of  society, 
as  something  endowed  with  finality. 

Flight  from  truth,  flight  into  the  “intellectual,” 
is  a general  phenomenon  in  bourgeois  science. 

I he  one  takes  refuge  in  religion — not  only  Chris- 
tian religions,  bin  also,  the  ancient  heathen  re- 
ligions, as  certain  fascist  tendencies  in  Germany 
do  in  oriental  religions,  in  Buddhism,  like  thi 
English  theosophists.  Within  the  bourgeoisie 
multifarious  schools  of  philosophical  mysticism 
orosner  It  is  the  religion  of  the  refined  bour- 
Ircoisie,  which  has  lost  faith  in  the  Christian  as 
unit  in  the  Jewish  god,  inasmuch  as  the  Jewish 
i ■ i • unhv  and  the  Christian  god  m all  his 

go  in  ■ nrOVed  themselves  incapable  of  pre- 
trinity  have  P5°  , * „ f,lrt  _•  ■ K K 

. krtnifilism  from  tnc  t jisis* 

serving  « 1 ‘ ut(,  js  spared  this  flight  from 
Not  even  i*1*-  - 
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ihw  truth.  Tin*  youth  movement  which  Binds  ex- 

* 

pression  in  the  " back  h>  nature  **  ideologies  : the 
ult  of  the  old  t ier manic,  ot  the  Celtic,  all  sorts  of 
mi  km  sects,  religious  pacifism,  etc.,  arc 
nothing  but  disintegrated  products  of  bourgeois 

ideology. 

Soeial-democracv  too  takes  flight  " into  the  in- 
tellectual."  flic  English  trade  union  bureaucrats 
r id  \niei  c m Socialist  leaders  unite  their  bureau- 
T:\t’C  functions  in  the  labour  organisations  with 
,•  : *st  ot  achers  in  various  ecclesiastical  sects. 
Religious  socialists  find  more  favour  in  the  social- 
n > ‘ratio  parties  than  radical  free-thinkers. 
' dlmann,  a German  social-democratic  leader,  pro- 
•'<.  sses  positive  Catholicism.  Otto  Bauer  has  be- 
au nothin,,  less  than  a god-seeker  who  has  elc- 
va:  d :i  timeless,  spaceless,  and  classless  **  free- 
i!  nn  of  conseiem  ■ 1 1 be  his  social-democratic 

g h1.  The  worst  kinds  of  inane  idealism  have  re- 
placed the  old  French  materialism  and  even  the 
idealism  of  classical  German  philosophy. 

In  France  the  various  radical-socialist  tendencies 
which  in  a certain  sense  consider  themselves 
heirs  of  the  French  Revolution  and  French  social- 
:sn:  ' ive  discarded  all  semblance  of  kinship  with 

i he  gre  it  Utopians  of  French  socialism  and  the 
gn  it  French  Revolution.  The  socialism  of  the 
great  Utopians  sallied  forth  from  the  traditions  of 
the  French  Revolution  to  the  watchwords  : liberty. 
-t fuai  ty,  fraternity . For  these  watchwords  the 
idical-socialist  groups  in  France  have  substituted 

the  trinitv  : Panama-scandal-corruption. 

To-day  more  than  ever  it  is  appropriate,  is  the 
high  duty  of  every  ('ommunist , of  every  young 
Communist  i corker,  to  hear  aloft  the  flag  of 
Marxism-Leninism,  the  revolutionary  " doctrine 
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of  th e coihFt ions  of  victory  the  working  class,"  to 
ni'Fir  Marxism-L  'ninism  the  common  property  of 
oil  proletarians  seeking  a World  philosophy  and 
emancipation.  I his  duty  now  becomes  para- 
mount in  the  period  of  “ grave  doubt,"  which  has 
pc  net  rated  even  the  ranks  of  the  proletarian  youth. 

Special  significance  attaches  to-day  to  Lenin's 
words;  “ Without  revolutionary  theory  there  can 
be  no  revolutionary  movement."  .Millions  of 
youth — without  any  trade  or  profession,  millions 
ot  adults  who  are  losing  their  professional  training 
through  unemployment,  who  have  been  thrown 
upon  the  street,  are  now  in  quest  not  only  of 
room  to  live  ’’  but  also  of  a “ principle  of  life," 
of  a guide  to  action  that  will  enable  them  to  win 
for  themselves  " room  to  live."  They  need  a 
revolutionary  theory  to  be  able  to  resist  the  seduc- 
tion of  fascist  demagogy,  of  social-democratic 


The  bourgeoisie  not  only  holds  on  to  its  posi- 
tions in  tiie  process  of  production  ; retains  its  held 
on  capitalist  private  property  with  a!!  possible 
i i nacitv,  with  all  the  power  of  its  material  force  up 
! > and  even  after  its  overthrow,  but  also  insists 
upon  the  propagation  of  its  ideology  no  matter 
how  low  it  is  laid  by  the  crisis.  It  docs  this  the 
more  in  view  of  the  fact  that  this  ideology  also 
1 r presents  a measure  ot  power  which  helps  if  to 
maintain  its  shaken  domination. 

Fascism  it  is  which,  as  a method  of  government 
ha  vine-  recourse  openly  to  armed  force,  to  terror, 

\ . £ an  ideology  which  is  being  applied  wher- 

I whenever  social-democracy  alone  is  not 

r uate  to  act  as  intermediary  in  bringing  bour- 
mfrq  * ' ;nlo  jhe  working  cl  ass  to  keep  the 

I*  . ■ . proletariat  in  check,  is  the  expression 

huh 

gnT?M; 
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ot  thi>  tenacious,  desperate  life-and-dvat h struggle 
ot  capitalism  for  its  domination,  lor  its  very  exis- 


tence. 

I \v  tree  t he  workers  won  by  fascism,  especially 
the  young  worker,  from  the  ideology  of  despair 
that  drove  them  to  fascism  is  possible  only  in  a 
persevering  struggle  conducted  with  the  weapons 
>t  Marxist- Leninist  theory.  T his,  ot  course,  re- 
lers  no  less  to  the  masses  of  workers  and  young 
workers  which  dirceth  or  iiulirectlv,  under  the  in- 


fluence of  st h i "ll— democracy , are  unwilling  props 
in  the  main  support  of  bourgeois  dictatorship. 
The  superiority  of  Marxism-Leninism  as  the  con- 
'.citmsnes>  of  the  working  class  over  fascism  and 
social-fascism  cannot  be  doubted.  Here  the  ques- 


tion is,  on  the  one  hand,  only  this  : that  our  prac- 
tice in  the  -ci'iK'mic  struggle  has  not  been 

sufficiently  pervaded  by  this  theory;  on  the  other 
hand,  that  our  theoretical!  struggle  lags  far  behind 
*hc  requirements  necessary  to  destroy  the 
ideologic . ai-[>olitie - : 1 1 influence  ot  social -democracy 
and  fascism  in  the  working  class. 

Let  us  be  honest  with  ourselves,  comrades.  Let 


tach  one  t ike  stock  of  himself  and  confess  how 


often  he  remembers  that  the  historical  struggle  of 
tk»  pr-  letari  r.  does  not  proceed  only  in  two  forms 
ot  struggle.  I love  often  are  we  mindful  of  wlval 
Engels  wrote  and  what  Lenin  and  Stalin  always 
unpin*'  *cd  that  the  historical  struggle  for  the 
liberation  of  the  proletariat  must  proceed  not  only 
in  two  fnim>,  in  the  form  of  the  political  and  ccon- 
omic  struggle,  but  in  three  forms  : in  the  form  of 
the  political,  economic  and  theoretical  struggle,  if 
the  proletariat  is  to  attain  victory. 

1 have  no  doubt  but  that  especially  the  neglect  .-/ 

if;,-  economic  front  of  the  class  struggle,  the  boy- 


r:  tting  of  trade  union  work  on  the  part  of  many 
revolutionists  which  is  customary  in  the  Commu- 
nist Parties — to-day  rather  covert  but  none  the 
less  existent — is  the  consequence  of  the  inadequate 
th  >r ciicul  insight  into  the  conditions  and  methods 


ot  the  revolutionary  class  struggle,  the  conse- 
quence ot  the  lack  of  knowledge  of  Marxist- 
! i nin i st  theory. 


1 now  put  another  question,  comrades  : Hqw 
-if ten  are  we  mindful  of  the  facts  recorded  by 
Engels  back  in  187a,  the*  beginning  of  the  socialist 
mass  movement,  when  he  stated  that  : 

" Indifference  to  all  theory  ....  is  one  of  the 
main  causes  responsible  for  the  fact  that  the 
English  labour  movement,  despite  all  the  excel- 
lent organisations  of  its  individual  apparatus, 
creeps  along  at  such  a snail’s  pace;  and  on  the 
other  hand,  lor  the  mischief  and  confusion 
which  Proudhonism  in  its  original  !orm  wrought 
among  the  French  and  the  Belgians,  and  in  a 
form  more  caricatured  by  Bakunin  among  the 


Spaniards  and  Italians.” 

Translate  this,  English,  french,  Spanish  and 
I ilian  comrades,  into  the  language  of  the  present- 
dav  movement  in  your  respectwe  countries.  Think 
of 'the  narrow  “ practicism  ’ of  the  leaders  of  the 
Fnplish  trade  unions  and  of  the  Labour  Party  who 
..  a]|  theory,0  in  order  to  be  able  under  this 

truise  i he  more  easily  to  smuggle  all  kinds  of  bour- 

. _ » * K/viirrrAr\ic  ih-tririlkc  o c * 


^ nettv*SourercM hs  theories  such  as  the 

eeois  anti  Ptl1.  * . . ...  . . 

1 -orv  of  industrial  peace  and  of  guild  socialism 

• ,C  .V  . working  class.  Think  of  French  svndi - 
into  uh 


/ i which  exhibits  many  essential  reactionary 
' ^ of  pet  tywbourgeois  PiMtidhonisi  anarchism  ; 

tl.lt-'  . . I*  ..... ...  i .......  ..4  .1.  VI*..  • 


i-  It  bf  'he  reformist  svnchc  ilists,  of  the  Minori- 

lhl!  . i hin  and  Without  the  CkG.T.U.  ! Think 

pines  "M 
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(,i  tin-  Spanish  iinuh  liasvndii'iiUsts  who  were  aiul 

are  the  pri»p>  of  bourgeois  count  cr-re volution  in 

Spain  mil  who  with  the  if  ear' Vatu  re  revolutionism 

mislead  many  good  revolutionary  workers  and 

keep  them  back  from  the  struggle  for  t he  adv&no 

ini;  ot  the  bourgeois  democratic  revolution  into 

tht*  statue  of  proletarian  revolution. 

\ml  v ■ 'ii,  \i«img  l ommunists  of  (iermanv  ! Re- 
* * ~ * 

member  what  Kngels  wrote  concerning  the  G<  r- 
man  working  class  in  whose  ranks  Marx  (ought 
his  first  battles  : \g5El 

" The  lierman  workers  must  be  given  credit 
toi  the  fact  that  they  exploited  the  advantage 
of  tluit  situation  (as  the  birthplace  of  Marxism 
It.  K. ) with  rare  ingenuity.  l*'or  the  first  time 
since  a labour  movement  has  been  in  existence 
is  the  struggle  being  conducted  harmoniously, 
co-ordinatedly  and  plan  fully  on  all  its  three 
fronts,  tht*  theoretical,  the  political  and  the 
pi  act ica! -economic  (resistance  against  the 
capitalists).  Precisely  m this  what  may  he 
called  f ''kvi'niui  attach  lies  the  strength  and 
invincibility  of  the  German  movement.’ ’ 

R«  member  tliat  in  your  victories  also  this  good 
tradition  of  the  German  labour  movement  is  ai  d 
will  continue  to  be  effective;  but  reflect  also 
whether  the  degree  of  concentration  of  the 
*•  uggY  to-day  docs  not  leave  much  to  be  desired 

in  many  instances. 

No  doubt  tht*  tact  that  wo  have  been  unable  to 
enlarge  our  mass  influence  at  the  expense  of 
SiHunl-Dcmnorncy  in  all  countries,  of  the  anarcho- 
syndicalists  in  Spain  and  South  America,  of  the 
reformist  trade  union  leaders  in  the  entire  world, 
tn  the  extent  that  this  may  haw  been  possible  in 
the  given  objective  <il  nation^  is  largely  due  to  our 

('0 


failure  to  conduct  our  agitational  and  propaganda 
work  among  the  masses  sufficiently  on  principle, 
with  an  adequate  Marxist -Leninist  basis.  To-day 
when  everything— the  crisis,  the  revolutionary  up- 
surge, the  end  of  capitalist  stabilisation,  the  great 
fundamental  questions,  questions  of  principle , of 
the  struggle  for  and  the  way  to  socialism,  the 
question  Diet  at  irship  or  Democracy?  when  the 
victories  of  socialist  construction  in  the  Soviet 
l man — places  the  question  of  classless  society- 
now  confronting  the  broad  masses  of  the  workers 
inevitably  upon  the  order  of  the  day,  this  is  an 
especially  grave  shortcoming  in  our  mass  work. 
The  point  is  that  Social-Democracy,  because  of  (he 
trouncing  it  is  receiving  at  the  hands  of  the  revolu- 
tionary working  masses  in  the  capitalist  countries, 
feels  compelled  to  act  as  if  it  wanted  to  return  to 
i “ policy*  of  principle."  The  " Left  ” man* 

< meres  denote  a broader  exploitation  of  pseudo- 
Mnrxian  phraseology,  fhese  attempts  to  mislead 
’he  workers  through  these  pseud  a- Ala  exist  phrases 
can  be  combatted  successfully  only  by  unfolding 
•i  thorough  propaganda  of  Marxism-Leninism  and 
by  basing  our  dav-to-duy  policy  on  a broad  footing 
upon  basic  principles . Likewise  dryness,  pedant- 
t'lstn,  bureaucracy',  these  poisonous  weeds  that 
often  take  root  in  our  mass  work  and  which  youth 
can  bear  least — these  too  can  be  fought  with  no 
better  means  than  by  imbuing  our  day-to-day  work 

I*,  tju.  revolutionary  spirit  and  ardour  of 

Marxism-Leninism, 

Nor  let  us  forget  the  problem  of  cadres,  a ques- 
- ' .j,at  is  in  as  bad  shape  as  our  mass  work. 
How  can  we  burrow  deep  enough  if  in  dealing 

■°t  * hi*?  finest  ion  we  do  not  act  on  the  directions 
witn  tin*  * 

hv  huge  is  . 

given  °>  • 


“ jt  js  iiu-  dut\  of  the  loaders  to  enlighten 
themselves  more  and  more  on  nil  theoretical 
questions,  to  free  themselves  more  and  more 
from  the  influence  of  traditional  phrases  appei 
taining  to  the  old  world  philosophy  and  ever  to 
hear  in  mind  th  it  socialism  since  it  has  become 
a science  must  needs  be  treated  like  one,  i.e.,  be 

_ a.  m 1 * * * j 1 


studied.  The  point  will  be  to  disseminate  with 
steadily  mounting  zeal  among  the  workers  the 
increasingly  clarified  discernment  thus  gained, 
to  weld  the  organisations  ot  the  Party  ns  well 
as  ot  the  trade  union  associations  ever  closer 


together.** 

W ho  can  assert  that  the  “ influence  of  tradi- 
t ,'  i tl  phrases  appertaining  to  the  old  world  philc- 

sophy  ** above  all  Social-Democratic  conceptions 

in  the  Communist  Parties  as  well  as  in  the  sections 
Ot  the  Young  Communist  International — is  non- 
existent  and  docs  no;  act  as  a stumbling  block  on 
our  WE)  (o  conquer  the  majoriy  of  the  working 
class ? One  should  not  seek  comfort  in  the  belief 
hat  youth  Iris  no  Social- Democratic  traditions 
like  their  elders.  In  fortunately  the  fact  is  that 

neither  o nor  youth  guard  against  folly.  Social- 
Democratic  conceptions  percolate  into  the  Com- 
munist movement  not  only  via  custom  and  tradi- 
tions The  strenuous  efforts  of  the  petty- 
bourgeoisic  seeking  to  maintain  its  existence  finds 
expression  also  in  the  ideological  pressure  which 
thjs  moribund  medial  stratum  of  society  {incapable 
of  conducting  any  independent  policy), 
steadily  exerts  upon  the  working  class.  The 
strength  of  the  labour  aristocracy  consists  not  so 
much  in  its  numbers  as  in  its  key  position  in  pro- 
duction — especially  to-day  in  the  period  of  the 
crisis— and  it  is  precisely  this  position  which  is 


utilised  as  a conduit  to  pump  bourgeois  ideology 
into  die  broad  masses  u!  the  workers.  Social- 
Democracy  is  nothing  more  or  les>  than  the  bour- 
geois po don  that  is  innoculated  through  the  pettv- 
bourgeoisic,  through  the  labour  aristocracy,  day 
by  day  into  the  heads  of  the  workers.  The  sole 
dud  exclusive  ant  id  oic  in  the  M a rxis  t-Leninisi  en- 
lightenment of  the  workers  through  cadres  trained 
for  that  purpose.  It  would  be  a denial  of 
Marxism-Leninism,  which  is  the  revolutionary 
consciousness  of  the  working  class,  an  anti- 
Bolshevik  deference  to  spontaneity,  to  think  that 
without  a thorough  Marxist-Leninist  education 
t lie  officials  of  our  Party  and  youth  organisation 
i be  made  Into  leading  Bolshevik  cadres  free 
from  p j; . ./-bourgeois  social-democratic  inhibitions, 
iiua  cadres  that  understand  politics— the  art  of 
figuring  with  millions,  the  art  of  leading  millions 
— who,  in  the  coming  ivdr  will  do  [heir  bit  without 
any  hesitancy,  who  can  lead  the  proletariat  to 

wt 

victory  ! 

Look  at  the  Party  of  the  Bolsheviks,  hardened 
and  Steeled  in  three  revolutions,  in  civil  wars  and 
last  but  not  least  in  splits  and  in  the  struggle  for 
the  erection  of  the  united  front  of  the  working 
cj3ss  I This  Part)’  learnt  the  art  of  conquering 
in  t lie  political  arid  economic  struggle  by  never 
neglecting  the  theoretical  struggle,  by  making 
splendid  ^se  of  the  burnished  weapons  of  Marxist 
•hcory  in  the  struggle  against  the  Mensheviks  as 

well  As  the  44  Left  ” Currents, 

’ ( insider  our  two  greatest  and  most  victorious 
! -iders  ; Lenin,  the  greatest  theoretician  and  tac- 
• ,jari  of  the  proletarian  revolution  and  the  dicta- 
o! -ship  ot*  lI,e  Prdletariat — and  the  perpetual  or  of 
his  work,  Stalin,  the  theoretician  and  tactician  of 
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M-n  iliM  construction.  U was  ami  is  their  grcnt- 
rS(  somvi-  t'l  strength,  and  at  the  same  time  their 
eivitesi  pride,  that  they  wvrv  and  are  the  lust 
iplCv  llt  Marx  and  Engels  \vlu»  devoted  a major 
fum  ol  their  knowledge  and  their  revolutionary 
Lining  energy  t.»  the  struggle  on  the theoretical 
IriMU.  to  the  defence  of  Marxism-Leninism  against 
everv  counterleit. 

Proud  and  eager  for  battle  we  claim  . 

\/iir.v  is  ours  ! ... 

U\it  we  must  take  possession  ol  him  it  we  avi 

n»  be  accoutred  lor  battle  and  victorious. 

We  muM  permit  the  broad  masses  ol  adult  and 
VOVIno  workers  to  share  this  possession  ol  ours,  so 
that  thev  may  be  transformed  into  conscious 
fighters  for  the  cause  of  the  liberation  of  the  wor 
injy  class  and  into  conscious  builders  of  socialism 
through  the  dictatorship  of  the  proletariat. 

Fast  and  West,  North  and  South,  the  pro  c- 
mrian  millions  rally  t > the  red  banner  «d  the  <-  om- 
nrunist  International  Of  Marx,  Engels  and  Lomi\  . 
From  the  tops  of  the  industrial  titans  of  the  Soviet 
Union  the  five  beams  of  light  radiating  Irom  the 
Soviet  star  illumine  the  path  to  be  trod  by  the 
prole t tins  and  oppressed  peoples  of  all  five  con- 
tinents, who  crave  and  fight  for  bread,  work  arid 
liberation.  The  capitalist  system,  the  power  ot 
the  exploiters  and  oppressors,  the  power  of  the 
imperialist  bourgeoisie,  rocks  to  its  very  founda- 
ti,.  is.  I'l  e more  we  strain  our  every  effort  to  see 
to  it  that  Marxist  theory  penetrates  the  masses,  the 
more  this  theory  becomes  the  force  that  will  deal 
Ihe  d h blow' to  the  power  of  the  bourgeoisie! 

7 /,(■  time  has  come  for  the  proletariat  to  carry 
....  thi*  world-liberating  deed  in  pursuance  of  its 
historical  mission  discovered  by  Mars  : it  is  now  l 
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Let  tin  petty  bourgeois  denizens,  the  pedants, 
the  philistines,  the  counterfeiters  of  Marxism,  the 
traitors  to  the  working  class,  the  murOercrs  of  it s 
best  leaders  and  fighters  shriek  to  their  hearts’ 
content  about  the  “ dislocation,  ruin  and  chaos  " 
which  it  is  claimed  the  revolution  will  call  forth — 
the  proletariat,  flying  the  flags  of  the  Communist 
International,  will  pursue  its  road  plotted  by  Marx 
and  Engels  and  graded  by  Lenin  and  Stalin.  The 
call  then  is  forward  along  the  road  of  struggle  for 
the  socialist  revolution,  for  the  dictatorship  of  the 
proletariat,  for  the  victory  of  communism  through- 
out the  world  ! 
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